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Presidential  Documents 

Title  3 — The  President 

MEMORANDUM  OF  MAY  5,  1972 

[Presidential  Determination  No.  72-14] 

Authorization  and  Transfer  of 
Funds  for  Migration  and 
Refugee  Assistance 

Memorandum  for  the  Secretary  of  State 

Determination  pursuant  to  Section  2(c)  of  the  Migration  and  Refugee 
Assistance  Act  of  1962  (the  “Act”)  authorizing  the  transfer  of  up  to 
$2,000,000  of  funds  made  available  for  use  under  the  Foreign  Assistance 
Act  of  1 96 1 ,  as  amended. 

In  order  to  meet  unexpected  and  urgent  refugee  and  migration  needs 
arising  in  connection  with  assistance  to  refugees  from  the  Soviet  Union 
and  other  Eastern  European  countries,  I  hereby  determine,  pursuant  to 
Section  2(c)  of  the  Act,  that  it  is  important  to  the  national  interest  that 
up  to  $2,000,000  of  funds  made  available  for  use  in  Fiscal  Year  1972 
under  the  Foreign  Assistance  Act  of  1961,  as  amended,  be  transferred 
to  and  consolidated  with  funds  made  available  to  the  Department  of 
State  for  this  Act. 

The  Secretary  of  State  is  authorized  to  direct  the  transfer  of  funds  for 
this  purpose  from  appropriation  accounts  under  the  Foreign  Assistance 
Act  of  1961,  as  amended,  and  to  consolidate  the  funds  so  transferred 
with  funds  made  available  to  the  Department  of  State  for  this  Act. 

The  Secretary  of  State  is  requested  to  inform  the  appropriate  com¬ 
mittees  of  Congress  of  this  determination  and  the  transfer  of  funds  made 
under  this  authority. 


[FR  Doc.72-7695  Filed  5-17-72;  2:25  pm] 
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DIRECTIVE  OF  MAY  17,  1972 

National  Security  Council 
Directive  Governing  the 
Classification,  Downgrading, 
Declassification  and  Safeguarding 
of  National  Security  Information 

The  President  has  directed  that  Executive  Order  1 1 652,  “Classifica¬ 
tion  and  Declassification  of  National  Security  Information  and  Material,” 
approved  March  8,  1972  (37  F.R.  5209,  March  10,  1972)  be  imple¬ 
mented  in  accordance  with  the  following : 

I  Authority  To  Classify 

A.  Personal  and  N on-dele  gable .  Classification  authority  may  be  ex¬ 
ercised  only  by  those  officials  who  are  designated  by,  or  in  writing  pur¬ 
suant  to,  Section  2  of  Executive  Order  11652  (hereinafter  the  “Order”). 
Such  officials  may  classify  information  or  material  only  at  the  level  au¬ 
thorized  or  below.  This  authority  vests  only  to  the  official  designated 
under  the  Order,  and  may  not  be  delegated. 

B.  Observance  of  Classification.  Whenever  information  or  material 
classified  by  an  official  designated  under  A  above  is  incorporated  in  an¬ 
other  document  or  other  material  by  any  person  other  than  the  classifier, 
the  previously  assigned  security  classification  category  shall  be  reflected 
thereon  together  with  the  identity  of  the  classifier. 

C.  Identification  of  Classifier.  The  person  at  the  highest  level  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  classification  must  be  identified  on  the  face  of  the  information  or 
material  classified,  unless  the  identity  of  such  person  might  disclose  sensi¬ 
tive  intelligence  information.  In  the  latter  instance  the  Department 
shall  establish  some  other  record  by  which  the  classifier  can  readily  be 
identified. 

D.  Record  Requirement.  Each  Department  listed  in  Section  2(A) 
of  the  Order  shall  maintain  a  listing  by  name  of  the  officials  who  have 
been  designated  in  writing  to  have  Top  Secret  classification  authority. 
Each  Department  listed  in  Section  2(A)  and  (B)  of  the  Order  shall  also 
maintain  separate  listings  by  name  of  the  persons  designated  in  writing 
to  have  Secret  authority  and  persons  designated  in  writing  to  have  Con¬ 
fidential  authority.  In  cases  where  listing  of  the  names  of  officials  having 
classification  authority  might  disclose  sensitive  intelligence  information, 
the  Department  shall  establish  some  other  record  by  which  such  officials 
can  readily  be  identified.  The  foregoing  listings  and  records  shall  be 
compiled  beginning  July  1,  1972  and  updated  at  least  on  a  quarterly 
basis. 

E.  Resolution  of  Doubts.  If  the  classifier  has  any  substantial  doubt  as 
to  which  security  classification  category  is  appropriate,  or  as  to  whether 
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the  material  should  be  classified  at  all,  he  should  designate  the  less  re¬ 
strictive  treatment. 

II  Downgrading  and  Declassification 

A.  General  Declassification  Schedule  and  Exemptions.  Classified  in¬ 
formation  and  material  shall  be  declassified  as  soon  as  there  are  no  longer 
any  grounds  for  continued  classification  within  the  classification  category- 
definitions  set  forth  in  Section  1  of  the  Order.  At  the  time  of  origination 
the  classifier  shall,  whenever  possible,  clearly  mark  on  the  information  or 
material  a  specific  date  or  event  upon  which  downgrading  or  declassifica¬ 
tion  shall  occur.  Such  dates  or  events  shall  be  as  early  as  is  permissible 
without  causing  damage  to  the  national  security  as  defined  in  Section  1 
of  the  Order.  Whenever  earlier  dates  or  events  cannot  be  determined, 
the  General  Declassification  Schedule  set  forth  in  Section  5(A)  of  the 
Order  shall  apply.  If  the  information  or  material  is  exempted  under  Sec¬ 
tion  5(B)  of  the  Order  from  the  General  Declassification  Schedule,  the 
classifier  shall  clearly  mark  the  material  to  show  that  it  is  exempt  and 
indicate  the  applicable  exemption  category.  Unless  impossible,  the  ex¬ 
empted  information  or  material  shall  be  assigned  and  clearly  marked  by 
the.  classifier  with  a  specific  date  or  ev  ent  upon  which  declassification 
..hall  occur.  Downgrading  and  declassification  dates  or  events  established 
in  acordance  with  the  foregoing,  whether  scheduled  or  non-scheduled, 
shall  to  the  extent  possible  be  carried  forward  and  applied  whenever 
the  classified  information  or  material  is  incorporated  in  other  documents 
or  material. 

B.  Extracts  and  Compilations.  When  classified  information  or  mate¬ 
rial  from  more  than  one  source  is  incorporated  into  a  new  document  or 
other  material,  the  document  or  other  material  shall  be  classified,  down¬ 
graded  or  declassified  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Order 
and  Directives  thereunder  applicable  to  the  information  requiring  the 
greatest  protection. 

C.  Material  Not  Officially  Transferred.  When  a  Department  holding 
classified  information  or  material  under  the  circumstances  described  in 
Section  3(D)  of  the  Order  notifies  another  Department  of  its  intention 
to  downgrade  or  declassify,  it  shall  allow  the  notified  Department  30 
days  in  which  to  express  its  objections  before  taking  action. 

D.  Declassification  of  Material  30  Years  Old.  The  head  of  each  De¬ 
partment  shall  assign  experienced  personnel  to  assist  the  Archivist  of 
the  United  States  in  the  exercise  of  his  responsibility  under  Section  5(E) 
of  the  Order  to  systematically  review  for  declassification  all  materials 
classified  before  June  1,  1972  and  more  than  30  years  old.  Such  per¬ 
sonnel  will :  ( 1 )  provide  guidance  and  assistance  to  archival  employees 
in  identifying  and  separating  those  materials  originated  in  their  Depart¬ 
ments  which  are  deemed  to  require  continued  classification;  and  (2) 
develop  a  list  for  submission  to  the  head  of  the  Department  which  identi¬ 
fies  the  materials  so  separated,  with  recommendations  concerning  con¬ 
tinued  classification.  The  head  of  the  originating  Department  will  then 
make  the  determination  required  under  Section  5(E)  of  the  Order  and 
cause  a  list  to  be  created  which  identifies  the  documentation  included 
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in  the  determination,  indicates  the  reason  for  continued  classification  and 
specifies  the  date  on  which  such  material  shall  be  declassified. 

E.  Notification  of  Expedited  Downgrading  or  Declassification.  When 
classified  information  or  material  is  downgraded  or  declassified  in  a 
manner  other  than  originally  specified,  whether  scheduled  or  exempted, 
the  classifier  shall,  to  the  extent  practicable,  promptly  notify  all  address¬ 
ees  to  whom  the  information  or  material  was  originally  officially  trans¬ 
mitted.  In  turn,  the  addressees  shall  notify  any  other  known  recipient 
of  the  classified  information  or  material. 

Ill  Review  of  Classified  Material  for  Declassification 

Purposes 

A.  Systematic  Reviews.  All  information  and  material  classified  after 
the  effective  date  of  the  Order  and  determined  in  accordance  with  Chap¬ 
ter  21,  44  U.S.C.  (82  Stat.  1287)  to  be  of  sufficient  historical  or  other 
value  to  warrant  preserv  ation  shall  be  systematically  reviewed  on  a  timely 
basis  by  each  Department  for  the  purpose  of  making  such  information  and 
material  publicly  available  in  accordance  with  the  determination  regard¬ 
ing  declassification  made  by  the  classifier  under  Section  5  of  the  Order. 
During  each  calendar  year  each  Department  shall  segregate  to  the  maxi¬ 
mum  extent  possible  all  such  information  and  material  warranting  pres¬ 
ervation  and  becoming  declassified  at  or  prior  to  the  end  of  such  year. 
Promptly  after  the  end  of  such  year  the  Department  responsible,  or  the 
Archives  of  the  United  States  if  transferred  thereto,  shall  make  the  de¬ 
classified  information  and  material  available  to  the  public  to  the  extent 
permitted  by  law. 

B.  Review  for  Declassification  of  Classified  Material  Over  10  Years 
Old.  Each  Department  shall  designate  in  its  implementing  regulations  an 
office  to  which  members  of  the  public  or  Departments  may  direct  re¬ 
quests  for  mandatory  review  for  declassification  under  Section  5(C)  and 
(D)  of  the  Order.  This  office  shall  in  turn  assign  the  request  to  the  ap¬ 
propriate  office  for  action.  In  addition,  this  office  or  the  office  which  has 
been  assigned  action  shall  immediately  acknowledge  receipt  of  the  request 
in  writing.  If  the  request  requires  the  rendering  of  services  for  which  fair 
and  equitable  fees  should  be  charged  pursuant  to  Title  5  of  the  Inde¬ 
pendent  Offices  Appropriations  Act,  1952,  65  Stat.  290,  31  U.S.C.  483a 
the  requester  shall  be  so  notified.  The  office  which  has  been  assigned 
action  shall  thereafter  make  a  determination  within  30  days  of  receipt 
or  shall  explain  the  reasons  why  further  time  is  necessary.  If  at  the  end  of 
60  days  from  receipt  of  the  request  for  review  no  determination  has  been 
made,  the  requester  may  apply  to  the  Departmental  Committee  estal> 
fished  by  Section  7(B)  of  the  Order  for  a  determination.  Should  the  office 
assigned  action  on  a  request  for  review  determine  that  under  the  criteria 
set  forth  in  Section  5(B)  of  the  Order  continued  classification  is  required, 
the  requester  shall  prompdy  be  notified,  and  whenever  possible,  provided 
with  a  brief  statement  as  to  why  the  requested  information  or  material 
cannot  be  declassified.  The  requester  may  appeal  any  such  determination 
to  the  Departmental  Committee  and  the  notice  of  determination  shall 
advise  him  of  this  right. 

C.  Departmental  Committee  Review  for  Declassification.  The  Depart¬ 
mental  Committee  shall  establish  procedures  to  review  and  act  within 
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30  days  upon  all  applications  and  appeals  regarding  requests  for  declas¬ 
sification.  The  Department  head,  acting  through  the  Departmental  Com¬ 
mittee  shall  be  authorized  to  over-rule  previous  determinations  in  whole 
or  in  part  when,  in  its  judgment,  continued  protection  is  no  longer  re¬ 
quired.  If  the  Departmental  Committee  determines  that  continued  clas¬ 
sification  is  required  under  the  criteria  of  Section  5(B)  of  the  Order  it 
shall  promptly  so  notify  the  requester  and  advise  him  that  he  may  appeal 
the  denial  to  the  Interagency  Classification  Review  Committee. 

D.  Review  of  Classified  Material  Over  30  Years  Old.  A  request  by 
a  member  of  the  public  or  by  a  Department  under  Section  5  (C)  or 
( D )  of  the  Order  to  review  for  declassification  documents  more  than  30 
years  old  shall  be  referred  directly  to  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
and  he  shall  have  the  requested  documents  reviewed  for  declassification 
in  accordance  with  Part  II.D.  hereof.  If  the  information  or  material 
requested  has  not  been  transferred  to  the  General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion  for  accession  into  the  Archives,  the  Archivist  shall,  together  with  the 
head  of  the  Department  having  custody,  have  the  requested  documents 
reviewed  for  declassification.  Classification  shall  be  continued  in  either 
case  only  where  the  head  of  the  Department  concerned  makes  at  that 
time  the  personal  determination  required  by  Section  5(E)(1)  of  the 
Order.  The  Archivist  shall  promptly  notify  the  requester  of  such  determi¬ 
nation  and  of  his  right  to  appeal  the  denial  to  the  Interagency  Classifica¬ 
tion  Review  Committee. 

E.  Burden  of  Proof  for  Administrative  Determinations.  For  purposes 
of  administrative  determinations  under  B.,  C.,  or  D.  above,  the  burden 
of  proof  is  on  the  originating  Department  to  show  that  continued  classi¬ 
fication  is  warranted  within  the  terms  of  the  Order. 

F.  Availability  of  Declassified  Material.  Upon  a  determination  under 
B.,  C.,  or  D.  above  that  the  requested  material  no  longer  warrants  classi¬ 
fication  it  shall  be  declassified  and  made  promptly  available  to  the 
requester,  if  not  otherwise  exempt  from  disclosure  under  Section  552(b) 
of  Title  5  U.S  C.  (Freedom  of  Information  Act)  or  other  provision  of 
law. 

G.  Classification  Review  Requests.  As  required  by  Section  5(C)  of  the 
Order,  a  request  for  classification  review  must  describe  the  document 
with  sufficient  particularity  to  enable  the  Department  to  identify  it  and 
obtain  it  with  a  reasonable  amount  of  effort.  Whenever  a  request  is 
deficient  in  its  description  of  the  record  sought,  the  requester  should  be 
asked  to  provide  additional  identifying  information  whenever  possible. 
Before  denying  a  request  on  the  ground  that  it  is  unduly  burdensome,  the 
requester  should  be  asked  to  limit  his  request  to  records  that  are  reason¬ 
ably  obtainable.  If  none-the-less  the  requester  does  not  describe  the 
records  sought  with  sufficient  particularity,  or  the  record  requested  can¬ 
not  be  obtained  with  a  reasonable  amount  of  effort,  the  requester  shall 
be  notified  of  the  reasons  why  no  action  will  be  taken  and  of  his  right 
to  appeal  such  decision. 

IV  Marking  Requirements 

A.  When  Document  or  Other  Material  is  Prepared.  At  the  time  of 
origination,  each  document  or  other  material  containing  classified  in- 
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formation  shall  be  marked  with  its  assigned  security  classification  and 
whether  it  is  subject  to  or  exempt  from  the  General  Declassification 
Schedule. 

(1)  For  marking  documents  which  are  subject  to  the  General  De- 
classification  Schedule,  the  following  stamp  shall  be  used : 

(TOP  SECRET,  SECRET  OR  CONFIDENTIAL)  CLASSIFIED 

BY  _ 

SUBJECT  TO  GENERAL  DECLASSIFICATION  SCHEDULE  OF 
EXECUTIVE  ORDER  11652  AUTOMATICALLY  DOWNGRADED 
AT  TWO  YEAR  INTERVALS  AND  DECLASSIFIED  ON  DEC.  31 

(insert  year) 


(2)  For  marking  documents  which  are  to  be  automatically  declassified 
on  a  given  event  or  date  earlier  than  the  General  Declassification  Sched¬ 
ule  the  following  stamp  shall  be  used : 

(TOP  SECRET,  SECRET  OR  CONFIDENTIAL)  CLASSIFIED 

BY  _ 

AUTOMATICALLY  DECLASSIFIED  ON  (effective  date  or  event) 


(3)  For  marking  documents  which  are  exempt  from  the  General 
Declassification  Schedule  the  following  stamp  shall  be  used : 

(TOP  SECRET,  SECRET  OR  CONFIDENTIAL)  CLASSIFIED 

BY  _ 

EXEMPT  FROM  GENERAL  DECLASSIFICATION  SCHEDULE  OF 
EXECUTIVE  ORDER  11652  EXEMPTION  CATEGORY  (§5B  (1), 

(2),  (3),  or  (4))  AUTOMATICALLY  DECLASSIFIED  ON  (effective 

date  or  event,  if  any) 

Should  the  classifier  inadvertently  fail  to  mark  a  document  with  one  of 
the  foregoing  stamps  the  document  shall  be  deemed  to  be  subject  to  the 
General  Declassification  Schedule.  The  person  who  signs  or  finally  ap¬ 
proves  a  document  or  other  material  containing  classified  information 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  classifier.  If  the  classifier  is  other  than  such 
person  he  shall  be  identified  on  the  stamp  as  indicated. 

The  “Restricted  Data”  and  “Formerly  Restricted  Data”  stamps  (H. 
below)  are,  in  themselves,  evidence  of  exemption  from  the  General 
Declassification  Schedule. 

B.  Overall  and  Page  Marking  of  Documents.  The  overall  classifica¬ 
tion  of  a  document,  whether  or  not  permanently  bound,  or  any  copy  or 
reproduction  thereof,  shall  be  conspicuously  marked  or  stamped  at  the 
top  and  bottom  of  the  outside  of  the  front  cover  (if  any),  on  the  title 
page  (if  any),  on  the  first  page,  on  the  back  page  and  on  the  outside 
of  the  back  cover  (if  any).  To  the  extent  practicable  each  interior  page 
of  a  document  which  is  not  permanently  bound  shall  be  conspicuously 
marked  or  stamped  at  the  top  and  bottom  according  to  its  own  content, 
including  the  designation  “Unclassified”  when  appropriate. 

C.  Paragraph  Marking.  Whenever  a  classified  document  contains 
either  more  than  one  security  classification  category  or  unclassified  in¬ 
formation,  each  section,  part  or  paragraph  should  be  marked  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  practicable  to  show  its  classification  category  or  that  it  is  unclassified. 
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D.  Material  Other  Than  Documents.  If  classified  material  cannot  be 
marked,  written  notification  of  the  information  otherwise  required  in 
markings  shall  accompany  such  material. 

E.  Transmittal  Documents.  A  transmittal  document  shall  carry  on  it 
a  prominent  notation  as  to  the  highest  classification  of  the  information 
w  hich  is  carried  with  it,  and  a  legend  showing  the  classification,  if  any, 
of  the  transmittal  document  standing  alone. 

F.  Wholly  Unclassified  Material  Not  Usually  Marked.  Normally,  un¬ 
classified  material  shall  not  be  marked  or  stamped  “Unclassified”  unless 
the  purpose  of  the  marking  is  to  indicate  that  a  decision  has  been  made 
not  toxlassify  it. 

G.  Downgrading,  Declassification  and  Upgrading  Markings.  When¬ 
ever  a  change  is  made  in  the  original  classification  or  in  the  dates  of  down¬ 
grading  or  declassification  of  any  classified  information  or  material  it 
shall  be  promptly  and  conspicuously  marked  to  indicate  the  change, 
the  authority  for  the  action,  the  date  of  the  action,  and  the  identity  of  the 
person  taking  the  action.  In  addition,  all  earlier  classification  markings 
shall  be  cancelled,  if  practicable,  but  in  any  event  on  the  first  page. 

(1)  Limited  Use  of  Posted  Notice  for  Large  Quantities  of  Material. 
When  the  volume  of  information  or  material  is  such  that  prompt  remark¬ 
ing  of  each  classified  item  could  not  be  accomplished  without  unduly 
interfering  with  operations,  the  custodian  may  attach  downgrading,  de- 
classification  or  upgrading  notices  to  the  storage  unit  in  lieu  of  the  re¬ 
marking  otherwise  required.  Each  notice  shall  indicate  the  change,  the 
authority  for  the  action,  the  date  of  the  action,  the  identity  of  the  person 
taking  the  action  and  the  storage  units  to  which  it  applies.  When  individ¬ 
ual  documents  or  other  materials  are  withdrawn  from  such  storage  units 
they  shall  be  promptly  remarked  in  accordance  with  the  change,  or  if  the 
documents  have  been  declassified,  the  old  markings  shall  be  cancelled. 

(2)  Transfer  of  Stored  Quantities  Covered  by  Posted  Notice.  When 
information  or  material  subject  to  a  posted  downgrading,  upgrading  or 
declassification  notice  are  withdrawn  from  one  storage  unit  solely  for 
transfer  to  another,  or  a  storage  unit  containing  such  documents  or 
other  materials  is  transferred  from  one  place  to  another,  the  transfer 
may  be  made  without  remarking  if  the  notice  is  attached  to  or  remains 
w  ith  each  shipment. 

H.  Additional  Warning  Notices.  In  addition  to  the  foregoing  marking 
requirements,  warning  notices  shall  be  prominently  displayed  on  classi¬ 
fied  documents  or  materials  as  prescribed  below.  When  display  of  these 
warning  notices  on  the  documents  or  other  materials  is  not  feasible,  the 
warnings  shall  be  included  in  the  written  notification  of  the  assigned 
classification. 

( 1 )  Restricted  Data.  For  classified  information  or  material  containing 
Restricted  Data  as  defined  in  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended : 

“RESTRICTED  DATA” 

Thii  document  contains  Restricted  Data  as  defined  in  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1954.  Its  dissemination  or  disclosure  to  any  unauthorized  person 
is  prohibited. 
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(2)  Formerly  Restricted  Data.  For  classified  information  or  material 
containing  solely  Formerly  Restricted  Data,  as  defined  in  Section  142.d., 
lAtomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended: 

“FORMERLY  RESTRICTED  DATA” 

Unauthorized  disclosure  subject  to  Administrative  and  Criminal  Sanc¬ 
tions.  Handle  as  Restricted  Data  in  Foreign  Dissemination.  Section  144.b., 
Atomic  Energy  Act,  1954. 

(3)  Information  Other  Than  Restricted  Data  or  Formerly  Restricted 
Data.  For  classified  information  or  material  furnished  to  persons  outside 
the  Executive  Branch  of  Government  other  than  as  described  in  ( 1 )  and 
(2)  above: 

“NATIONAL  SECURITY  INFORMATION” 

Unauthorized  Disclosure  Subject  to  Criminal  Sanctions. 

(4)  Sensitive  Intelligence  Information.  For  classified  information  or 
material  relating  to  sensitive  intelligence  sources  and  methods,  the  follow¬ 
ing  warning  notice  shall  ta  used,  in  addition  to  and  in  conjunction  with 
those  prescribed  in  (1),  (2),  or  (3),  alx)ve,  as  appropriate: 

“WARNING  NOTICE— SENSITIVE  INTELLIGENCE  SOURCES 
AND  METHODS  INVOLVED” 

V  Protection  and  Transmission  of  Classified  Information 

A.  General.  Classified  information  or  material  may  be  used,  held,  or 
stored  only  where  there  are  facilities  or  under  conditions  adequate  to 
prevent  unauthorized  persons  from  gaining  access  to  it.  Whenever  such 
information  or  material  is  not  under  the  personal  supervision  of  an 
authorized  person,  the  methods  set  forth  in  Appendix  A  hereto  shall  lie 
used  to  protect  it.  Whenever  such  information  or  material  is  transmitted 
outside  the  originating  Department  the  requirements  of  Appendix  B 
hereto  shall  l>e  observed. 

B.  Loss  or  Possible  Compromise.  Any  person  who  has  knowledge  of 
the  loss  or  possible  compromise  of  classified  information  shall  immedi¬ 
ately  report  the  circumstances  to  a  designated  official  of  his  Department 
or  organization.  In  turn,  the  originating  Department  and  any  other 
interested  Department  shall  be  notified  about  the  loss  or  possible  com¬ 
promise  in  order  that  a  damage  assessment  may  be  conducted.  An 
immediate  inquiry  shall  be  initiated  by  the  Department  in  which  the 
loss  or  compromise  occurred  for  the  purpose  of  taking  corrective  meas¬ 
ures  and  appropriate  administrative,  disciplinary,  or  legal  action. 

VI  Access  and  Accountability 

A.  General  Access  Requirements.  Except  as  provided  in  B.  and  C. 
below,  access  to  classified  information  shall  be  granted  in  accordance 
with  the  following: 

(1)  Determination  of  Trustworthiness.  No  person  shall  be  given 
access  to  classified  information  or  material  unless  a  favorable  determina¬ 
tion  has  been  made  as  to  his  trustworthiness.  The  determination  of 
eligibility,  referred  to  as  a  security  clearance,  shall  be  based  on  such 
investigations  as  the  Department  may  require  in  accordance  with  the 
standards  and  criteria  of  E.O.  10450  and  E.O.  10865  as  appropriate. 
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'(2)  Determination  of  Need-to-Know.  In  addition  to  a  security  clear¬ 
ance,  a  person  must  have  a  need  for  access  to  the  particular  classified 
information  or  material  sought  in  connection  with  the  performance  of  his 
official  duties  or  contractual  obligations.  The  determination  of  that  need 
shall  be  made  by  officials  having  responsibility  for  the  classified  infor¬ 
mation  or  material. 

(3)  Administrative  Withdrawal  of  Security  Clearance.  Each  Depart¬ 
ment  shall  make  provision  foi  administratively  withdrawing  the  security 
clearance  of  any  person  who  no  longer  requires  access  to  classified  infor¬ 
mation  or  material  in  connection  with  the  performance  of  his  official 
duties  or  contractural  obligations.  Likewise,  when  a  person  no  longer 
needs  access  to  a  particular  security  classification  category,  the  security 
clearance  shall  be  adjusted  to  the  classification  category  still  required 
for  the  performance  of  his  duties  and  obligations.  In  both  instances,  such 
action  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  the  person’s  eligibility  for  a  security 
clearance  should  the  need  again  arise. 

B.  Access  by  Historical  Researchers.  Persons  outside  the  Executive 
Branch  engaged  in  historical  research  projects  may  be  authorized  access 
to  classified  information  or  material  provided  that  the  head  of  the 
originating  Department  determines  that: 

( 1 )  The  project  and  access  sought  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
Section  1 2  of  the  Order. 

(2)  The  information  or  material  requested  is  reasonably  accessible 
and  can  be  located  and  compiled  with  a  reasonable  amount  of  effort. 

(3)  The  historical  researcher  agrees  to  safeguard  the  information  or 
material  in  a  manner  consistent  with  the  Order  and  Directives  there¬ 
under. 

(4)  The  historical  researcher  agrees  to  authorize  a  review  of  his 
notes  and  manuscript  for  the  sole  purpose  of  determining  that  no  classi¬ 
fied  information  or  material  is  contained  therein. 

An  authorization  for  access  shall  be  valid  for  the  period  required  but 
no  longer  than  two  years  from  the  date  of  issuance  unless  renewed  under 
regulations  of  the  originating  Department. 

C.  Access  by  Former  Presidential  Appointees.  Persons  who  previously 
occupied  policy  making  positions  to  which  they  were  appointed  by  the 
President,  other  than  those  referred  to  in  Section  1 1  of  the  Order,  may 
be  authorized  access  to  classified  information  or  material  which  they 
originated,  reviewed,  signed  or  received  while  in  public  office.  Upon  the 
request  of  any  such  former  official,  such  information  and  material  as  he 
may  identify  shall  be  reviewed  for  declassification  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Section  5  of  the  Order. 

D.  Consent  of  Originating  Department  to  Dissemination  by  Recipi¬ 
ent.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  by  Section  102  of  the  National  Secu¬ 
rity  Act  of  1947,  61  Stat.  495,  50  U.S.C.  403,  classified  information  or 
material  originating  in  one  Department  shall  not  be  disseminated  outside 
any  other  Department  to  which  it  has  been  made  available  without 
the  consent  of  the  originating  Department. 
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E.  Dissemination  of  Sensitive  Intelligence  Information.  Information 
or  material  bearing  the  notation  “WARNING  NOTICE — SENSI¬ 
TIVE  INTELLIGENCE  SOURCES  AND  METHODS  IN¬ 
VOLVED”  shall  not  be  disseminated  in  any  manner  outside  authorized 
channels  without  the  permission  of  the  originating  Department  and  an 
assessment  by  the  senior  intelligence  official  in  the  disseminating  Depart¬ 
ment  as  to  the  potential  risk  to  the  national  security  and  to  the  intelligence 
sources  and  methods  involved. 

F.  Restraint  on  Special  Access  Requirements.  The  establishment  of 
special  rules  limiting  access  to,  distribution  and  protection  of  classified 
information  and  material  under  Section  9  of  the  Order  requires  the 
specific  prior  approval  of  the  head  of  a  Department  or  his  designee. 

G.  Accountability  Procedures.  Each  Department  shall  prescribe  such 
accountability  procedures  as  are  necessary  to  control  effectively  the  dis- 
semintaion  of  classified  information  or  material.  Particularly  stringent 
controls  shall  be  placed  on  information  and  material  classified  Top  Secret. 

(1)  Top  Secret  Control  Officers.  Top  Secret  Control  Officers  shall 
be  designated,  as  required,  to  receive,  maintain  current  accountability 
records  of,  and  dispatch  Top  Secret  material. 

(2)  Physical  Inventory.  A  physical  inventory  of  all  Top  Secret  ma¬ 
terial  shall  be  made  at  least  annually.  As  an  exception,  repositories  stor¬ 
ing  large  volumes  of  classified  material  shall  develop  inventor)  lists  or 
other  finding  aids. 

(3)  Current  Accountability.  Top  Secret  and  Secret  information  and 
material  shall  be  subject  to  such  controls  including  current  accountabil¬ 
ity  records  as  the  head  of  the  Department  may  prescribe. 

(4)  Restraint  on  Reproduction.  Documents  or  portions  of  documents 
containing  Top  Secret  information  shall  not  be  reproduced  without  the 
consent  of  the  originating  office.  All  other  classified  material  shall  be  re¬ 
produced  sparingly  and  any  stated  prohibition  against  reproduction  shall 
be  strictly  adhered  to. 

(5)  Restraint  on  Number  of  Copies.  The  numlier  of  copies  of  docu¬ 
ments  containing  classified  information  shall  be  kept  to  a  minimum  to 
decrease  the  risk  of  compromise  and  reduce  storage  costs. 

VII  Data  Index  System 

Each  Department  originating  classified  information  or  material  shall 
undertake  to  establish  a  data  index  system  for  Top  Secret,  Secret*  and 
Confidential  information  in  selected  categories  approved  by  the  Inter¬ 
agency  Classification  Review  Committee  as  having  sufficient  historical  or 
other  value  appropriate  for  preservation.  The  index  system  shall  contain 
the  following  data  for  each  document  indexed :  (a)  Identity  of  classifier, 
(b)  Department  of  origin,  (c)  Addressees,  (d)  Date  of  classification,  (e) 
Subject/ Area,  (f)  Classification  category  and  whether  subject  to  or 
exempt  from  the  General  Declassification  Schedule,  (g)  If  exempt, 
which  exemption  category  is  applicable,  (h)  Date  or  event  set  for  declas¬ 
sification,  and  (i)  File  designation.  Information  and  material  shall  be 
indexed  into  the  system  at  the  earliest  practicable  date  during  the  course 
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of  the  calendar  year  in  which  it  is  produced  and  classified,  or  in  any  event 
no  later  than  March  31st  of  the  succeeding  year.  Each  Department  shall 
undertake  to  establish  such  a  data  index  system  no  later  than  July  1, 
1973,  which  shall  index  the  selected  categories  of  information  and  ma¬ 
terial  produced  and  classified  after  December  31,  1972. 

VIII  Combat  Operations 

The  provisions  of  the  Order  and  this  Directive  with  regard  to  dis¬ 
semination,  transmission,  or  safekeeping  of  classified  information  or  ma¬ 
terial  may  be  so  modified  in  connection  with  combat  or  combat-related 
operations  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  may  by  regulations  prescribe. 

IX  Interagency  Classification  Review  Committee 

A.  Composition  of  Interagency  Committee.  In  accordance  with  Sec¬ 
tion  7  of  .  the  Order,  an  Interagency  Classification  Review  Committee 
is  established  to  assist  the  National  Security  Council  in  monitoring  im¬ 
plementation  of  the  Order.  Its  membership  is  comprised  of  senior  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  Departments  of  State,  Defense,  and  Justice,  the  Atomic 

.  Energy  Commission,  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency,  the  National 
Security  Council  staff,  and  a  Chairman  designated  by  the  President. 

B.  Meetings  and  Staff «  The  Interagency  Committee  shall  meet  regu¬ 
larly,  but  no  less  frequently  than  on  a  monthly  basis,  and  take  such  ac¬ 
tions  as  are  deemed  necessary  to  insure  uniform  compliance  with  the 
Order  and  this  Directive.  The  Chairman  is  authorized  to  appoint  an 
Executive  Director,  and  to  maintain  a  permanent  administrative  staff. 

C.  Interagency  Committee’s  Functions.  The  Interagency  Committee 
shall  carry  out  the  duties  assigned  it  by  Section  7(A)  of  the  Order.  It 
shall  place  particular  emphasis  on  overseeing  compliance  with  and  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  Order  and  programs  established  thereunder  by  each 
Department.  It  shall  seek  to  develop  means  to  (a)  prevent  overclassifica¬ 
tion,  (b)  ensure  prompt  declassification  in  accord  with  the  provision  of 
the  Order,  (c)  facilitate  access  to  declassified  material  and  (d)  eliminate 
unauthorized  disclosure  of  classified  information. 

D.  Classification  Complaints.  Under  such  procedures  as  the  Inter¬ 
agency  Committee  may  prescribe,  it  shall  consider  and  take  action  on 
complaints  from  persons  w  ithin  or  without  the  government  with  respect  to 
the  general  administration  of  the  Order  including  appeals  from  denials  by 
Departmental  Committees  or  the  Archivist  of  declassification  requests. 

X  Departmental  Implementation  and  Enforcement 

A.  Action  Programs.  These  Departments  listed  in  Section  2  (A)  and 
(B)  of  the  Order  shall  insure  that  adequate  personnel  and  funding  are 
provided  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  Order  and  Directives 
thereunder.  • 

B.  Departmental  Committee.  All  suggestions  and  complaints,  includ¬ 
ing  those  regarding  overclassification,  failure  to  declassify,  or  delay  in  de¬ 
classifying  not  otherwise  resolved,  shall  be  referred  to  the  Departmental 
Committee  for  resolution.  In  addition,  the  Departmental  Committee  shall 
review^  all  appeals  of  requests  for  records  under  Section  522  of  Title  5 
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U.S.C.  (Freedom  of  Information  Act)  when  the  proposed  denial  is  based 
on  their  continued  classification  under  the  Order. 


C.  Regulations  and  Reports.  Each  Department  shall  submit  its  pro¬ 
posed  implementing  regulations  of  the  Order  and  Directives  thereunder 
to  the  Chairman  of  the  Interagency  Classification  Review  Committee  for 
approval  by  the  Committee.  Upon  approval  such  regulations  shall  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  to  the  extent  they  affect  the  general 
public.  Each  Department  shall  also  submit  to  the  said  Chairman  (1) 
copies  of  the  record  lists  required  under  Part  I.D.  hereof  by  July  1,  1972 
and  thereafter  quarterly,  (2)  quarterly  reports  of  Departmental  Com¬ 
mittee  actions  on  classification  review  requests,  classification  abuses  and 
unauthorized  disclosures,  and  ( 3 )  provide  progress  reports  on  informa¬ 
tion  accumulated  in  the  data  index  system  established  under  Part  VII 
hereof  and  such  other  reports  as  said  Chairman  may  find  necessary  for 
the  Interagency  Classification  Review  Committee  to  carry  out  its  respon¬ 
sibilities. 


D.  Administrative  Enforcement.  The  Departmental  Committees  shall 
have  responsibility  for  recommending  to  the  head  of  the  respective 
Departments  appropriate  administrative  action  to  correct  abuse  or  viola¬ 
tion  of  any  provision  of  the  Order  or  Directives  thereunder,  including 
notifications  by  warning  letter,  formal  reprimand,  and  to  the  extent  per¬ 
mitted  by  law,  suspension  without  pay  and  removal.  Upon  receipt  of  such 
a  recommendation  the  head  of  the  Department  concerned  shall  act 
promptly  and  advise  the  Departmental  Committee  of  his  action. 

Publication  and  Effective  Date:  This  Directive  shall  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  and  become  effective  June  1,  1972. 

Henry  A.  Kissinger, 

Assistant  to  the  President  for 

National  Security  A  ffairs. 

May  17,  1972. 

Appendix  A 


.  PROTECTION  OF  CLASSIFIED  INFORMATION 

A.  Storage  of  Top  Secret.  Top  Secret  information  and  material  shall  be  stored  in 
a  safe  or  safe-type  steel  file  container  having  a  built  in  three-position  dial-type  com¬ 
bination  lock,  vault,  or  vault-type  room,  or  other  storage  facility  which  meets  the 
standards  for  Top  Secret  established  under  the  provisions  of  (C)  below,  and  which 
minimizes  the  possibility  of  unauthorized  access  to,  or  the  physical  theft  of,  such 
information  or  material. 

B.  Storage  of  Secret  or  Confidential.  Secret  and  Confidential  material  may  be 
stored  in  a  manner  authorized  for  Top  Secret  information  and  material,  or  in  a  con¬ 
tainer  or  vault  which  meets  the  standards  for  Secret  or  Confidential,  as  the  case  may 
be,  established  under  the  provisions  of  (C)  below. 

C.  Standards  for  Security  Equipment.  The  General  Services  Administration  shall, 
in  coordination  with  Departments  originating  classified  information  or  material, 
establish  and  publish  uniform  standards,  specifications  and  supply  schedules  for  con¬ 
tainers,  vaults,  alarm  systems  and  associated  security  devices  suitable  for  the  storage 
and  protection  of  all  categories  of  classified  information  and  material.  Any  Depart¬ 
ment  may  establish  for  use  within  such  Department  more  stringent  standards.  When¬ 
ever  new  security  equipment  is  procured,  it  shall  be  in  conformance  with  the  foregoing 
standards  and  specifications  and  shall,  to  the  maximum  extent  practicable,  be  of  the 
type  designated  on  the  Federal  Supply  Schedule,  General  Services  Administration. 

D.  Exception  to  Standards  for  Security  Equipment.  As  an  exception  to  (C)  above. 
Secret  and  Confidential  material  may  also  be  stored  in  a  steel  filing  cabinet  having  a 
built  in,  three-position,  dial-type  combination  lock;  or  a  steel  filing  cabinet  equipped 
with  a  steel  lock  bar,  provided  it  is  secured  by  a  GSA  approved  changeable  com¬ 
bination  padlock. 
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E.  Combinations.  Combinations  to  security  equipment  and  devices  shall  be  changed 
only  by  persons  having  appropriate  security  clearance,  and  shall  be  changed  when¬ 
ever  such  equipment  is  placed  in  use,  whenever  a  person  knowing  the  combination 
is  transferred  from  the  office  to  which  the  equipment  is  assigned,  whenever  a  combi¬ 
nation  has  been  subjected  to  possible  compromise,  and  at  least  once  every  year. 
Knowledge  of  combinations  shall  be  limited  to  the  minimum  number  of  persons 
necessary  for  operating  purposes.  Records  of  combinations  shall  be  classified  no 
lower  than  the  highest  category  of  classified  information  or  material  authorized  for 
storage  in  the  security  equipment  concerned. 

F.  Telecommunications  Conversations.  Classified  information  shall  not  be  revealed 
in  telecommunications  conversations,  except  as  may  be  authorized  under  Appendix  B 
with  respect  to  the  transmission  of  classified  information  over  approved  communica¬ 
tions  circuits  or  systems. 

G.  Responsibilities  of  Custodians.  Custodians  of  classified  material  shall  be  responsi¬ 
ble  for  providing  protection  and  accountability  for  such  material  at  all  times  and 
particularly  for  locking  classified  material  in  approved  security  equipment  whenever 
it  is  not  in  use  or  under  direct  supervision  of  authorized  persons.  Custodians  shall 
follow  procedures  which  insure  that  unauthorized  persons  do  not  gain  access  to 
classified  information  or  material  by  sight  or  sound,  and  classified  information  shall 
not  be  discussed  with  or  in  the  presence  of  unauthorized  persons. 

Appendix  B 

TRANSMISSION  OF  CLASSIFIED  INFORMATION 

A.  Preparation  and  Receipting.  Classified  information  and  material  shall  be  en¬ 
closed  in  opaque  inner  and  outer  covers  before  transmitting.  The  inner  cover  shall 
be  a  sealed  wrapper  or  envelope  plainly  marked  with  the  assigned  classification  and 
address.  The  outer  cover  shall  be  scaled  and  addressed  with  no  indication  of  the  classi¬ 
fication  of  its  contents.  A  receipt  shall  be  attached  to  or  enclosed  in  the  inner  cover, 
except  that  Confidential  material  shall  require  a  receipt  only  if  the  sender  deems  it 
necessary.  The  receipt  shall  identify  the  sender,  addressee,  and  the  document,  but  shall 
contain  no  classified  information.  It  shall  lie  signed  by  the  recipient  and  returned  to 
the  sender. 

B.  Transmission  of  Top  Secret.  The  transmission  of  Top  Secret  information  and 
material  shall  be  effected  preferably  by  oral  discussions  in  person  between  the  officials 
concerned.  Otherwise  the  transmission  of  Top  Secret  information  and  material  shall 
be  by  specifically  designated  personnel,  by  State  Department  diplomatic  pouch,  by  a 
messenger-courier  system  especially  created  for  that  purpose,  over  authorized  com¬ 
munications  circuits  in  encrypted  form  or  by  other  means  authorized  by  the  National 
Security  Council;  except  that  in  the  case  of  information  transmitted  by  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation,  such  means  of  transmission  may  be  used  as  are  approved  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  unless  express  reservation  to  the  contrary 
is  made  in  exceptional  cases  by  the  originating  Department. 

C.  Transmission  of  Secret.  The  transmission  of  Secret  material  shall  be  effected  in 
the  following  manner. 

(1)  The  Fifty  States,  District  of  Columbia,  Puerto  Rico.  Secret  infonnation  and 
material  may  be  transmitted  within  and  between  the  forty-eight  contiguous  states  and 
District  of  Columbia,  or  wholly  within  the  State  of  Hawaii,  the  State  of  Alaska,  or  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  by  one  of  the  means  authorized  for  Top  Secret  infor¬ 
mation  and  material,  the  United  States  Postal  Service  registered  mail  and  protective 
services  provided  by  the  United  States  air  or  surface  commercial  carriers  under  such 
conditions  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  head  of  the  Department  concerned. 

(2)  Other  Areas,  Vessels,  Military  Postal  Services,  Aircraft.  Secret  information 
and  material  may  be  transmitted  from  or  to  or  within  areas  other  than  those  specified 
in  (1)  above,  by  one  of  the  means  established  for  Top  Secret  information  and  mate¬ 
rial,  captains  or  masters  of  vessels  of  United  States  registry  under  contract  to  a  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Executive  Branch,  United  States  registered  mail  through  Army, 
Navy  or  Air  Force  Postal  Service  facilities  provided  that  material  does  not  at  any  time 
pass  out  of  United  States  citizen  control  and  does  not  pass  through  a  foreign  postal 
system,  and  commercial  aircraft  under  charter  to  the  United  States  and  military  or 
other  government  aircraft. 

(3)  Canadian  Government  Installations.  Secret  information  and  material  may  be 
transmitted  between  United  States  Government  or  Canadian  Government  installations, 
or  both,  in  the  forty-eight  contiguous  states,  Alaska,  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
Canada  by  United  States  and  Canadian  registered  mail  with  registered  mail  receipt. 

(4)  Special  Cases.  Each  Department  may  authorize  the  use  of  the  United  States 
Postal  Service  registered  mail  outside  the  forty-eight  contiguous  states,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  the  State  of  Hawaii,  the  State  of  Alaska,  and  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico  if  warranted  by  security  conditions  and  essential  operational  requirements 
provided  that  the  material  does  not  at  any  time  pass  out  of  United  States  Government 
and  United  States  citizen  control  and  does  not  pass  through  a  foreign  postal  system. 
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D.  Transmittal  of  Confidential.  Confidential  information  and  material  shall  be 
transmitted  within  the  forty-eight  contiguous  states  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
or  wholly  within  Alaska,  Hawaii,  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  or  a  United 
States  possession,  by  one  of  the  means  established  for  higher  classifications,  or  by 
certified  or  first  class  mail.  Outside  these  areas,  Confidential  information  and  material 
shall  be  transmitted  in  the  same  manner  as  authorized  for  higher  classifications. 

E.  Alternative  Transmission  of  Confidential.  Each  Department  having  authority 
to  classify  information  or  material  as  “Confidential”  may  issue  regulations  author¬ 
izing  alternative  or  additional  methods  for  the  transmission  of  material  classified 
“Confidential”  outside  of  the  Department.  In  the  case  of  material  originated  by 
another  agency,  the  method  of  transmission  must  be  at  least  as  secure  as  the  trans¬ 
mission  procedures  imposed  by  the  originator. 

F.  Transmission  Within  a  Department.  Department  regulations  governing  the 
preparation  and  transmission  of  classified  information  within  a  Department  shall 
ensure  a  degree  of  security  equivalent  to  that  prescribed  above  for  transmission  out¬ 
side  the  Department. 

[FR  Doc.72-7713  Filed  5-17-72;5:04  pm] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  37,  NO.  98— FRIDAY,  MAY  19,  1972 


10067 


Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 
PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Federal  Communications  Commission 

Section  213.3338  Is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Secretary  to  the 
Legal  Assistant  to  the  Chairman  Is  ex¬ 
cepted  under  Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  publication  In  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (5-19-72),  paragraph 
(b)  is  added  to  5  213.3338  as  set  out 
below. 

§  213.3338  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

•  •  •  o  • 

(b)  One  Secretary  to  the  Legal  As¬ 
sistant  to  the  Chairman. 

(5  U.S.C.  secs.  3301,  3302,  E.O.  10577;  3  CFR 
1954-58  Comp.  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.72-7620  Filed  5-18-72;8:48  am] 


Tide  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables,  Nuts), 
Department  of  Agriculture 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN  THE 
STATES  OF  CALIFORNIA  AND 
ARIZONA 

Expenses  and  Rate  of  Assessment 

On  May  4,  1972,  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (37  F.R.  9042)  regarding 
amending  the  expenses  and  the  proposed 
rate  of  assessment  for  the  period  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1971  through  July  31,  1972,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  marketing  agreement,  as 
amended,  and  Order  No.  910,  as  amended 
(7  CFR  Part  910),  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  lemons  grown  in  the  States  of 
California  and  Arizona.  This  regulatory 
program  is  effective  under  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674).  After 
consideration  of  all  revelant  matters 
presented,  including  the  proposals  set 
forth  in  such  notice  which  were  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Lemon  Administrative 
Comhilttee  (established  pursuant  to 
said  marketing  agreement  and  order), 
it  is  hereby  found  and  determined  that 
S  910.209  (36  Fit.  24062)  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  paragraph: 


§  910.209  Expenses  and  rale  of  assess¬ 
ment. 

*  *  *  •  • 

(c)  Reserve.  Unexpended  funds  in 
excess  of  expenses  during  the  fiscal  year 
ended  July  31,  1971,  in  the  amount  of 
$20,000  are  carried  over  as  reserve  in 
accordance  with  §  910.42(a)  (2). 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  hereof  until  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
UB.C.  553)  in  that  (1)  the  1971-72  Lem¬ 
on  Budget  is  already  in  effect,  and  (2) 
the  $20,000  is  already  in  the  committee’s 
possession,  awaiting  transferral  into  the 
reserve. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  May  16, 1972. 

Arthur  E.  Browne, 
Acting  Director.  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division.  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.72-7622  Filed  5-18-72;8:49  am] 


PART  987— DOMESTIC  DATES  PRO¬ 
DUCED  OR  PACKED  IN  RIVERSIDE 
COUNTY,  CALIF. 

Export  Authorization  and  Require¬ 
ments  for  Utility  Dates  Shipments  to 
Mexico 

Notice  was  published  in  the  May  3, 
1972,  issue  of  the  Federal  Register  (37 
F.R.  8952)  regarding  proposals  to  amend 
(1)  S  987.156  of  Subpart — Administra¬ 
tive  Rules  and  Regulations  (7  CFR 
987.100-987.174;  36  F.R.  23137;  37  F.R. 
1159;  5282;  6566;  6729;  and  7873)  to  au¬ 
thorize  the  exportation  of  utility  dates 
to  Mexico,  and  (2)  §  987.203(b)  of  Sub¬ 
part — Grade  and  Size  Regulations  (7 
CFR  987.202-987.218;  36  F.R.  23894  ;  37 
FH.  4900;  5282;  6729;  and  7874)  to  mod¬ 
ify  the  grade  requirements  for  restricted 
dates  exported  to  Mexico.  The  subparts 
are  operative  pursuant  to  the  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order  No. 
987,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  987;  36 
F.R.  15053),  regulating  the  handling  of 
domestic  dates  produced  or  packed  in 
Riverside  County,  Calif.  The  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order  are  ef¬ 
fective  under  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  601-674).  The  proposals  were 
recommended  by  the  California  Date 
Administrative  Committee. 

The  notice  afforded  interested  persons 
an  opportunity  to  submit  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  with  respect  to  the 
proposals.  None  were  received  within  the 
prescribed  time. 

Section  987.56  provides,  among  other 
things,  for  the  exportation  of  utility 
dates  through  specified  export  outlets 
under  prescribed  conditions.  Utility  dates 
have  an  excess  of  certain  defects  which 


adversely  affect  their  appearance  when 
in  whole  or  pitted  form,  but  not  their 
edibility.  A  user  in  Mexico  desires  to  im¬ 
port  a  substantial  quantity  of  such  dates 
for  use  in  the  manufacture  of  candy  and 
handlers  are  prepared  to  export  imme¬ 
diately.  The  price  offered  exceeds  the 
returns  for  such  dates  from  U.S.  product 
outlets.  Permitting  utility  dates  to  be 
exported  to  Mexico  will  provide  an  out¬ 
let  for  a  large  portion  of  such  dates  held 
by  handlers,  leave  less  for  disposition  in 
lower  priced  outlets,  and  thereby  provide 
an  opportunity  for  increased  producer 
returns. 

The  additional  grade  requirements  pre¬ 
scribed  in  5  987.203(b)(2)  for  dates 
withheld  from  handling  (restricted 
dates)  to  be  exported  to  Mexico  should 
be  reduced  to  the  other  minimum 
standards  of  quality  set  forth  in 
§  987.202.  The  difference  between  the  re¬ 
quirements  contained  in  §  987.203(b)  (2) 
and  the  less  restrictive  standards  of 
quality  set  forth  in  §  987.202  is  too  in¬ 
significant  to  maintain.  Currently,  there 
is  a  demand  for  dates  of  the  less  restric¬ 
tive  quality  in  Mexico.  Moreover,  the  re¬ 
duction  will  simplify  program  operations 
in  that  one  grade  requirement,  rather 
than  two,  will  be  prescribed  for  re¬ 
stricted  dates  exported  to  Mexico. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matter  presented,  including  that  in  the 
notice,  the  recommendation  of  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  Date  Administrative  Committee, 
and  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  found  and  determined  that  the 
exportation  of  utility  dates  to  Mexico 
and  the  modification  of  the  grade  re¬ 
quirements  for  restricted  dates  to  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  by  export  to  Mexico,  as  herein¬ 
after  set  forth,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act. 

Therefore,  it  is  ordered : 

1.  That  §  987.156  of  Subpart — Admin¬ 
istrative  Rules  and  Regulations  (7  CFR 
987.100-987.174;  36  F.R.  23137;  37  F.R. 
1159;  5282;  6566;  6729;  and  7873)  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (b) 
to  read: 

§  987.156  Disposition  of  utility  dales. 

•  »  •  *  • 

(b)  Specified  export  outlets.  Utility 
dates  of  any  variety  inspected  and  certi¬ 
fied  in  accordance  with  §  987.56  may  be 
exported  to  Mexico  during  the  period 
May  19,  1972,  through  September  30, 
1972. 

2.  That  §  987.203(b)  of  Subpart — 
Grade  and  Size  Regulations  (7  CFR 
987.202-987.218;  36  F.R.  23894;  37  F.R. 
4900;  5282;  6729;  and  7874)  is  amended 
by  revising  subparagraph  (2)  to  read: 

§  987.203  Additional  grade  regulation*. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  *  • 

(2)  Restricted  dates  to  be  disposed  of 
in  other  approved  outlets.  Dates  with¬ 
held  from  handling  pursuant  to  5  987.45 
to  be  disposed  of  pursuant  to  5  987.55 
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through  exportation  to  Mexico  or  by 
diversion  into  products  shall  meet  the 
minimum  standards  of  quality  set  forth 
in  §  987.202. 

It  is  further  found  that  good  cause 
exists  for  not  postponing  the  effective 
time  of  this  action  until  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  in  that:  (1)  This  action  must 
become  effective  promptly  to  permit 
handlers  to  meet  a  demand  for  certain 
California  dates  in  Mexico  and  make  ar¬ 
rangements  for  exportation  of  such  dates 
to  that  country;  (2)  this  action  relieves 
restrictions  on  handlers;  (3)  handlers 
are  aware  of  this  action  and  need  no 
additional  time  or  notice  to  comply 
therewith;  and  (4)  no  useful  purpose 
would  be  served  by  delaying  the  effective 
time  of  this  action. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated  May  16,  1972,  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (5-19-72). 

Arthur  E.  Browne, 

Acting  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[FR  Doc.72-7623  Filed  5-18-72;8:49  am] 

Title  9— ANIMALS  AND 
ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

Chapter  I — Animal  and  Plant  Health 

Inspection  Service,  Department  of 

Agriculture 

SU6CH AFTER  C— INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTATION 

Of  ANIMALS  (INCLUDING  POULTRY)  AND 

ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

[Docket  No.  72-521] 

PART  76— -HOG  CHOLERA  AND 

OTHER  COMMUNICABLE  SWINE 
DISEASES 

Areas  Quarantined 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
May  29, 1884,  as  amended,  the  Act  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  2,  1903,  as  amended,  the  Act  of 
March  3,  1905,  as  amended,  the  Act  of 
September  6, 1961,  and  the  Act  of  July  2, 
1962  (21  Ofi.C.  111-113,  114g,  115,  117, 
120,  121,  123-126,  134b,  134f),  Part  76, 
Title  9,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
restricting  the  interstate  movement  of 
swine  and  certain  products  because  of 
hog  cholera  and  other  communicable 
swine  diseases,  is  hereby  amended  in  the 
following  respects: 

1.  In  5  76.2,  paragraph  (e)  (1)  relating 
to  the  State  of  Texas  is  amended  to  read: 

(e)  •  •  • 

(1)  Texas.  That  portion  of  the  State 
of  Texas  comprised  of  all  of  Cameron, 
Fayette,  Gonzales,  Hidalgo,  Jim  Wells, 
Lavaca,  Moore,  Nueces,  Starr,  Webb,  and 
Willacy  Counties. 

2.  In  i  76.2,  in  paragraph  (e)  (4)  re¬ 
lating  to  the  State  of  South  Carolina, 
subdivision  (i)  relating  to  Florence 
County  is  deleted. 

3.  In  |  76.2,  the  reference  to  the  State 
of  Oklahoma  in  paragraph  (f)  is  deleted. 


and  paragraph  (g)  is  amended  by  adding 
thereto  the  name  of  the  State  of  Okla¬ 
homa. 

(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended;  secs.  1 
and  2,  32  Stat.  791-792,  as  amended;  secs. 
1-4,  33  Stat.  1264,  1265,  as  amended;  sec.  1, 
75  Stat.  481;  secs.  3  and  11,  76  Stat.  130,  132; 
21  U.8.C.  111-113,  114g,  115,  117,  120,  121, 
123-126, 134b,  134f;  29  Fit.  16210,  as  amended; 
37  FA.  6327,  6505) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective  upon  issu¬ 
ance. 

The  amendments  quarantine  all  of  Jim 
Wells  and  Nueces  Counties  in  Texas  be¬ 
cause  of  the  existence  of  hog  cholera. 
This  action  is  deemed  necessary  to  pre¬ 
vent  further  spread  of  the  disease.  Hie 
restrictions  pertaining  to  the  Interstate 
movement  of  swine  and  swine  products 
from  or  through  quarantined  areas  as 
contained  in  9  CFR  Part  76,  as  amended, 
will  apply  to  the  quarantined  areas. 

The  amendments  exclude  a  portion  of 
Florence  County,  S.C.,  from  the  areas 
quarantined  because  of  hog  cholera. 
Therefore,  the  restrictions  pertaining  to 
the  interstate  movement  of  swine  and 
swine  products  from  or  through  quaran- 
tined  areas  as  contained  in  9  CFR  Part 
76,  as  amended,  will  not  apply  to  the 
excluded  area,  but  will  continue  to  apply 
to  the  quarantined  areas  described  in 
S  76.2(e).  Further,  the  restrictions  per¬ 
taining  to  the  interstate  movement  of 
swine  and  swine  products  from  nonquar- 
antined  areas  contained  in  said  Part  76 
will  apply  to  the  area  excluded  from 
quarantine. 

The  amendments  delete  Oklahoma 
from  the  list  of  hog  cholera  Eradication 
States  in  {76.2(f),  and  add  Oklahoma 
to  the  list  of  hog  cholera  Free  States  in 
S  76.2(g) .  The  special  provisions  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  interstate  movement  of  swine 
and  swine  products  from  Eradication  and 
Free  States  remain  applicable  to  Okla¬ 
homa. 

Insofar  as  the  amendments  Impose 
certain  further  restrictions  necessary  to 
prevent  the  spread  of  hog  cholera,  they 
must  be  made  effective  Immediately  to 
accomplish  their  purpose  in  the  public 
interest.  Insofar  as  they  relieve  restric¬ 
tions,  they  should  be  made  effective 
promptly  in  order  to  be  of  maximum  ben¬ 
efit  to  affected  persons.  It  does  not  ap¬ 
pear  that  public  participation  in  this 
rule  making  proceeding  would  make  ad¬ 
ditional  relevant  information  available 
to  the  Department. 

Accordingly,  under  the  administrative 
procedure  provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it 
Is  found  upon  good  cause  that  notice 
and  other  public  procedure  with  respect 
to  the  amendments  are  impracticable, 
unnecessary,  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest,  and  good  cause  is  found  for 
making  them  effective  less  than  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  15th 
day  of  May  1972. 

F.  J.  Mulhern, 

Acting  Administrator,  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.72-7610  Filed  5-18-72;8:47  am] 


Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Department  of  Transpor¬ 
tation 

[Airworthiness  Docket  No.  70-WE-l-AD, 
Arndt.  39-1460] 

PART  39 — AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Boeing  Model  707-300,  300B,  300C, 
and  400  Series  Airplanes 

Amendment  39-931  (35  F.R.  1158),  AD 
70-2-11,  as  amended  by  Amendment  39- 
1011  (35  F.R.  9921),  requires  inspection 
of  the  stabilizer  center  section  front  spar 
terminal  fitting  lug  on  the  Boeing  Model 
707-300,  300B,  300C,  and  400  series  air¬ 
planes.  After  Issuing  Amendment  39- 
1011,  the  agency  determined  that  the 
addition  of  a  stabilizer  strap  modification 
to  the  aircraft  is  an  acceptable  addi¬ 
tional  terminating  action  for  this  AD. 
Therefore,  the  AD  is  being  further 
amended  to  provide  for  this  terminating 
action. 

Since  this  amendment  relieves  a  re¬ 
striction  and  imposes  no  additional  bur¬ 
den  on  any  person,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  unnecessary  and  the 
amendment  may  be  made  effective  in 
less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FJR.  13697) , 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations,  Amendment  39-931  (35  F.R. 
1158),  AD  70-2-11,  as  amended  by 
Amendment  39-1011  (35  F.R.  9921),  is 
further  amended  as  follows: 

(1)  Change  paragraph  (a)  in  perti¬ 
nent  part,  to  read:  “•  •  •  Boeing  Alert 
Service  Bulletin  2959,  Revision  3,  dated 
April  28,  1972,  or  later  FAA-approved 
Revisions  or  •  •  •” 

(2)  Change  subparargaph  (a)(1)  in 
pertinent  part,  to  read:  “•  •  •  Boeing 
Alert  Service  Bulletin  2959,  Revision  3, 
dated  April  28,  1972,  or  later  FAA-ap¬ 
proved  Revisions,  before  •  •  •” 

(3)  Add  a  new  paragraph  (e)  to  read: 

(•)  The  incorporation  of  stabilizer  straps 
per  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  3067,  dated 
April  28,  1972,  or  later  FAA-approved  Revi¬ 
sions,  constitutes  terminating  action  per  this 
AD  for  those  aircraft  referenced  In  Table  Z 
of  Boeing  Alert  Service  Bulletin  2959,  Revi¬ 
sion  3,  dated  April  28,  1972,  or  later  FAA- 
approved  Revisions.  The  Chief,  Aircraft  En¬ 
gineering  Division,  FAA  Western  Region,  may 
approve  equivalent  modifications.  After  the 
incorporation  of  this  modification,  Inspec¬ 
tions  revert  to  normal. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
May  20,  1972. 

(Sec.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958.  49  VS.O.  1354(a),  1421,  1423;  sea 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act, 
49  UJ3.C.  1656(c)) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  May 
8,  1972. 

Arvin  O.  Basnight, 
Director,  FAA  Western  Region. 

[FR  Doc.72-7677  Filed  5-18-72; 8: 45  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  37,  NO.  98— FRIDAY,  MAY  19,  1972 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


10069 


[Docket  No.  72-EA-34,  Arndt.  30-1451] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Grumman  Aircraft 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  amending  8  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  Is¬ 
sue  an  airworthiness  directive  applicable 
to  Grumman  Oh-21  type  airplanes. 

There  have  been  reports  of  power 
losses  on  engines  on  the  G-21  and  G-21A 
airplanes  which  are  believed  to  result 
from  a  pressure  differential  between 
fuel  pumps  for  the  separate  engines. 
This  differential  can  lead  to  a  back  flow 
which  results  in  high  local  fuel  tempera¬ 
tures  causing  vapor  lock  and  fuel  starva¬ 
tion  at  both  engines.  It  is  concluded 
that  such  deficiency  can  be  eliminated 
by  requiring  the  cross  feed  valve  to  be 
kept  closed  for  all  flight  operations. 

Since  this  deficiency  can  exist  on 
other  airplanes  of  similar  type  design, 
an  airworthiness  directive  is  being  is¬ 
sued  which  requires  installation  of  a 
placard  on  the  instrument  panel  requir¬ 
ing  closing  of  the  cross  feed  valve.  As 
this  deficiency  affects  air  safety,  expedi¬ 
tious  adoption  of  the  amendment  is  re¬ 
quired.  Therefore,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  impractical  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  the  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator,  14  CFR  11.89 
(31  FJt.  13697),  8  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new  Airworthi¬ 
ness  Directive: 

Grumman  Aircraft.  Applies  to  G-21  and  G- 
21A  airplanes  (converted  military  OA-9 
and  JRF  series  airplanes  under  TC  654) 
certificated  In  all  categories. 

Compliance  required  within  the  next  25 
hours  In  service  after  the  effective  date  of 
this  AD,  unless  already  accomplished. 

In  order  to  prevent  engine  fuel  starvation 
due  to  fuel  vaporization  within  fuel  feed 
lines  to  the  engines,  accomplish  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

Install  a  permanent  placard  on  or  near  the 
Instrument  panel  In  full  view  of  the  pilot 
using  minimum  ft -Inch  lettering  to  read: 

"Cross  feed  valve  must  be  closed  during 
all  flight  operations  except  for  emergencies 
resulting  from  engine  pump  failure." 

(Grumman  Customer  Bulletin  No.  G21A 
72-1  pertains  to  this  subject.) 

This  amendment  is  effective  May  30, 
1972. 

(Sec.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  49  UJ3.C.  1354(a).  1421,  1423;  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49 
U.S.0. 1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  May  11, 
1972. 

Louis  J.  Cardinali, 

Acting  Director, 
Eastern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.72-7578  Filed  5-18-72:8:45  am] 


[  Alrspaoe  Docket  No.  73-NX-4] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FED¬ 
ERAL  AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW 

ROUTES,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Revocation  of  Control  Zone 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  amending  8  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
revoke  the  Millinocket  control  zone  (37 
F.R.  2107). 

Due  to  the  decommissioning  on  or 
about  May  25,  1972,  of  the  Millinocket, 
Maine,  Flight  Service  Station,  Milli¬ 
nocket  will  not  meet  the  weather  and 
communication  requirements  necessary 
to  support  a  control  zone. 

Since  this  amendment  is  less  restric¬ 
tive  and  does  not  create  any  additional 
burden  on  any  persons,  notice  and  pub¬ 
lic  procedure  are  unnecessary  and  the 
amendment  may  be  made  effective  in  less 
than  thirty  (30)  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0001,  e.s.t.,  May  25, 
1972,  as  hereinafter  set  forth: 

1.  Amend  8  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
revoke  the  Millinocket,  Maine,  control 
zone. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  72 
Stat.  749,  49  U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act,  49  U.8.C.  1655 
(c)) 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Mass.,  on 
May  10, 1972. 

Ferris  J.  Howland, 
Director,  New  England  Region. 

[FR  Doc.72-7581  Filed  5-18-72;8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  72-SW-ll] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

On  April  27,  1972,  F.R.  Doc.  72-8395 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(37  FJR.  8439).  This  document  altered 
the  description  of  the  Laredo,  Tex.,  con¬ 
trol  zone. 

A  review  of  the  document  indicated 
that  the  longitudinal  geographical  coor¬ 
dinates  of  the  US  localizer  site  were 
incorrect.  Action  is  taken  herein  to  effect 
this  change. 

As  this  change  is  editorial  in  nature 
and  imposes  no  additional  burden  on  per¬ 
son  or  persons,  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dures  are  not  considered  necessary. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  FJR.  Doc. 
72-6395  (37  FJt.  8439)  is  amended  by 
deleting  "longitude  99°35'50.2"  W.”  and 
substituting  "longitude  99°30'50.2"  W.” 
therefor. 

The  effective  date  of  the  original  docu¬ 
ment  (0901  Gjn.t.,  June  22, 1972)  may  be 
retained. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(e)) 


Issued  In  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  May  10, 
1972. 


R.  V.  Reynolds, 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 


[FR  Doc.72-7582  Filed  5-18-72;8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  72-SW-15] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  designate  the  Snyder,  Tex., 
transition  area. 

On  March  30,  1972,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (37  FJR.  6499)  stating 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
posal  to  designate  a  transition  area  at 
Snyder,  Tex. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  comments. 
All  comments  received  were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  July  20, 
1972,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  8  71.181  (37  F.R.  2143),  the  follow¬ 
ing  transition  area  is  added: 

Snyder,  Tex. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mile  radius 
of  Winston  Field  Airport  (latitude  32*41 '50'' 
N.,  longitude  100°67'10"  W.)  and  within  3 
miles,  each  side  of  the  184*  True  bearing 
from  the  Snyder,  Tex.,  radio  beacon  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  5-mile-radius  area  to  8  miles 
south  of  the  radio  beacon. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  US.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  UJS.C.  1665(c) ) 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  May  8, 
1972. 

R.  V.  Reynolds, 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 

[FR  Doc.72-7580  Filed  5-18-72;8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  72-SW-17] 

PART  71—  DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  alter  controlled  airspace  in  the 
Waco,  Tex.,  terminal  area. 

On  March  30,  1972,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (37  F.R.  6499)  stating 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  Waco,  Tex.,  700-foot 
transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  comments. 
All  comments  received  were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
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amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  July  20, 
1972,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (37  F.R.  2143),  the  Waco, 
Tex.,  transition  area  700-foot  portion  is 
amended  in  part  by  deleting  “latitude 
31°27'00"  N.,  longitude  97°34'00"  W„  to 
latitude  31°46'30"  N.,  longitude  97°41'- 
50"  W.,”  and  substituting  therefor  “lat¬ 
itude  31*27'00"  N.,  longitude  97‘34'00" 
W.;  to  latitude  31°27'00"  N.,  longitude 
97°41'00"  W.;  to  latitude  31°35'00"  N., 
longitude  97°44'00"  W.;  to  latitude 
31'46'30"  N.,  longitude  97°41'50"  W.;’\ 

In  the  notice  of  proposed  rule  making, 
the  requirements  for  alteration  of  the 
Waco  transition  area  included  a  de¬ 
scription  of  the  Osage,  Tex.,  Intersection 
(Waco  VORTAC  240°  radial  and  Hood 
NDB  010°  bearing).  A  maximum  holding 
altitude  of  2,000  feet  MSL  was  indicated. 
The  holding  altitude  is  hereby  corrected 
to  read  2,000  feet  minimum  altitude  in 
lieu  of  2,000  feet  maximum  holding 
altitude. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  US.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  May  8, 
1972. 

R.  V.  Reynolds, 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 

(FR  Doc.72-7583  Filed  5-18-72;8:46  ami 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  72-WE-221 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  alter  the  description  of  the 
Van  Nuys,  Calif.,  control  zone. 

A  review  of  the  airspace  requirements 
for  Van  Nuys  Airport  has  revealed  the 
control  zone  extension  to  the  west  is  no 
longer  required  for  designation  as  con¬ 
trolled  airspace.  Action  is  taken  herein 
to  reflect  this  change. 

Since  this  change  will  be  less  restric¬ 
tive  than  currently  designated  airspace 
and  will  pose  no  additional  burden  on 
any  person,  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  unnecessary. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  in  §  71.171 
(37  F.R.  2056)  the  description  of  the  Van 
Nuys,  Calif.,  control  zone  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows. 

Van  Nuys,  Calif. 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Van  Nuys  Air¬ 
port  (latitude  34"  12'30”  N.,  longitude  118"- 
29'15”  W.),  within  2.5  miles  each  side  of 
the  350"  radial  of  the  Van  Nuys  VOR/DME 
faculty  extending  from  the  5-mile-radius 
zone  to  9.5  mUes  north  of  the  faculty,  ex¬ 
cluding  the  portion  east  of  a  line  from  lati¬ 
tude  34*16'00''  N.t  longitude  118°26'55"  W. 
to  latitude  34*09'25"  N.,  longitude  118°25'- 
40"  W. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  July  20,  1972. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended,  49  U.S.C.  1348(a);  sec.  6(c),  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)) 


Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  May 
10,  1972. 

Arvin  O.  Basnight, 
Director,  Western  Region. 
(FR  Doc.  72-7579  FUed  5-18-72; 8: 45  am] 


Chapter  II — Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
SUBCHAPTER  8 — PROCEDURAL  REGULATIONS 

(Reg.  PR-127,  Arndt.  11] 

PART  302— RULES  OF  PRACTICE  IN 
ECONOMIC  PROCEEDINGS 

Confidentiality  of  Settlement  Docu¬ 
mentation  in  Enforcement  Proceed¬ 
ings 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
16th  day  of  May  1972. 

Rule  215  of  the  Board’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  provides  that  parties  to  economic 
enforcement  proceedings  may  submit  of¬ 
fers  of  settlement  or  proposals  of  ad¬ 
justment,  and  the  rule  prescribes  pro¬ 
cedures  to  be  followed  in  connection 
with  such  offers  or  proposals.  Rule  215(b) 
sets  forth  the  following  provisions  with 
respect  to  confidential  treatment  of  doc¬ 
umentation  submitted  with  such  offers 
or  proposals;  (1)  It  shall  be  withheld 
from  public  disclosure  until  5  days  after 
the  issuance  of  a  final  order  of  the  Board 
either  accepting  or  rejecting  the  offer 
or  proposal;  and  (2)  at  any  time  prior 
to  the  expiration  of  such  period,  a  party 
may  request  further  withholding  from 
public  disclosure,  which  request  must  be 
filed  in  the  form  prescribed  in  Rule 
39(d)  of  the  rules  of  practice,  and  must 
set  forth  supporting  reasons  which  are 
legally  sufficient  under  section  1104  of 
the  Act.1 

Experience  with  this  rule  indicates 
that  the  provision  for  automatic  confi¬ 
dentiality  is  needlessly  burdensome  and 
cumbersome,  particularly  since  it  ap¬ 
plies  even  in  the  absence  of  a  request  for 
confidentiality,  while  in  most  settlement 
offers  there  is  no  indication  that  the  re¬ 
spondent  considers  the  information  in 
the  documents  confidential  or  that  he 
wants  them  withheld  from  public  dis¬ 
closure.  Accordingly,  we  are  revising  the 
subject  rule,  as  follows: 

(1)  Settlement  documentation  will  be 
automatically  withheld  from  public  dis¬ 
closure  only  if  a  request  therefor  is  made 
no  later  than  the  filing  of  the  written 
request  to  submit  the  offer  of  settlement 
to  the  Board; 

(2)  If  such  a  request  is  timely  filed, 
the  settlement  documentation  will  be 
withheld  until  the  date  of  the  Board’s 
order  of  acceptance  or  rejection  of  the 
offer  of  settlement;  and 

(3)  If  a  party  wishes  these  docu¬ 
ments  withheld  beyond  the  date  of  the 
Board’s  order,  it  must  file  a  request  which 
complies  with  Rule  39(d)  of  this  part 
and  provides  supporting  reasons  which 
are  legally  sufficient  under  section  1104 
of  the  Act.  Such  a  request  must  be  filed 
not  later  than  the  date  of  filing  of  a  writ- 


1  The  rule  further  provides  that  pending 
the  Board's  disposition  of  that  request,  the 
document*  will  be  withheld  from  public 
disclosure. 


ten  request  to  submit  the  offer  of  settle¬ 
ment  to  the  Board.  The  Board  will  dis¬ 
pose  of  such  request  in  Its  order 
accepting  or  rejecting  the  offer  of 
settlement.’ 

Since  this  rule  is  procedural  in  nature, 
the  Board  finds  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary  and 
the  amendment  may  be  made  effective 
immediately. 

Accordingly,  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  hereby  amends  §  302.215(b)  of 
its  rules  of  practice  in  economic  pro¬ 
ceedings  (14  CFR  Part  302),  effective 
May  16,  1972,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  302.215  Offers  of  settlement. 

•  *  *  *  • 

(b)  Any  offer  or  proposal  submitted 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  any  responses  thereto,  any  memo¬ 
randa  filed  in  support  thereof  or  in 
opposition  thereto,  and  any  other  set¬ 
tlement  documentation,  shall  be  auto¬ 
matically  withheld  from  public 
disclosure  until  the  date  of  the  final 
order  of  the  Board  either  accepting  or 
rejecting  such  settlement  offer,  but  only 
if  a  request  to  withhold  such  documen¬ 
tation  is  made  by  a  party  no  later  than 
the  time  of  filing  the  written  request  to 
submit  the  offer  of  settlement  to  the 
Board.  If  a  party  believes  that  with¬ 
holding  beyond  the  date  of  such  order 
is  necessary  in  order  to  obviate  any  ad¬ 
verse  effect  upon  its  interests,  it  must 
file  a  request  therefor  not  later  than 
the  time  of  filing  the  written  request  to 
submit  the  offer  of  settlement  to  the 
Board.  Such  a  request  must  be  filed  in 
the  form  prescribed  in  8  302.39(d) ,  and 
must  provide  reasons  legally  sufficient 
to  support  withholding  the  information 
under  section  1104  of  the  Act.  The  Board 
will  dispose  of  this  request  in  its  order 
accepting  or  rejecting  the  offer  of 
settlement. 

(Secs.  204(a)  and  1104  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  72  Stat.  743, 
797;  49  U.S.C.  1324,  1604) 

Effective :  May  16, 1972. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-7634  Filed  5-18-72; 8; 50  ami 


Title  32-NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  XVI — Selective  Service 
System 

PART  1690— DETERMINATION  OF 
AVAILABILITY  OF  MEMBERS  OF 
THE  STANDBY  RESERVE  OF  THE 
ARMED  FORCES  FOR  ORDER  TO 
ACTIVE  DUTY 

Government  Appeal  Agent 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  me 
by  section  672(a)  of  title  10  U.S.C. 


*  A  parallel  amendment  Is  also  being  made 
to  sec.  561  of  the  CAB  Manual,  which  sec¬ 
tion  Is  entitled  “Board  Consideration  of  the 
Offers  of  Settlement". 
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S  1690.14  of  the  Selective  Service  Regu¬ 
lations  (32  CFR  1690.14)  is  revoked. 

Byron  V.  Pepitone, 
Acting  Director. 

May  16,  1972. 

IFR  Doc.72-7616  Piled  5-18-72,8:48  am] 

Title  17— COMMODITY  AND 
SECURITIES  EXCHANGES 

Chapter  II — Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission 

|  Release  33-5248) 

PART  230— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS,  SECURITIES  ACT  OF 
1933 

PART  239— FORMS  PRESCRIBED 
UNDER  THE  SECURITIES  ACT  OF 
1933 

Investment  Company  Advertising  and 
Summary  Prospectus  for  Investment 
Companies 

On  December  1,  1971,  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  published 
notice  (Securities  Act  Release  No.  5213 
and  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of 
February  3,  1972  (37  F.R.  2596) ;  period 
of  time  for  comments  extended  until 
February  29,  1972,  Rel.  No.  33-5230  (37 
F.R.  2598) )  that  it  had  under  considera¬ 
tion  the  adoption  of  the  above  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  and  rules  under  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933  (the  “Act”)  and 
invited  all  interested  persons  to  submit 
their  views  and  comments  upon  the  pro¬ 
posals.  The  Commission  has  considered 
all  the  comments  and  suggestions  re¬ 
ceived,  and  has  determined  to  adopt 
these  amendments  and  rules  in  the  form 
set  forth  below. 

Authority  to  amend  Rule  134  (17  CFR 
230.134)  is  based  upon  section  2(10)  (b) 
and  section  19(a)  of  the  Securities  Act 
of  1933  (15  U.S.C.  77b(10)  (b)  and  77s 
(a)).  Authority  to  adopt  Rule  135A  (17 
CFR  230.135a)  stems  from  section  19(a) 
of  the  Act.  Authority  to  amend  Rule 
434A  (17  CFR  230.434a)  by  permitting 
the  use  of  a  summary  prospectus  is  based 
upon  sections  10(b)  and  19(a)  of  the 
Act  (15  U.S.C.  77j,  77s(a) ),  and  au¬ 
thority  to  prescribe  the  form  for  the 
summary  prospectus  is  based  upon  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933,  particularly  sec¬ 
tions  6,  7,  and  19(a)  thereof  (15  U.S.C. 
77f,  77g,  77j,  77s(a) ). 

The  Commission  considers  the  new 
provisions  to  be  a  modest  step  in  the 
direction  of  liberalizing  the  rules  re¬ 
lating  to  advertising  for  investment 
company  securities.  The  Commission  is 
continuing  its  study  of  this  subject  and 
invites  all  interested  persons  to  submit 
in  writing  specific  rule  proposals  in  ad¬ 
dition  to,  or  in  substitution  for,  the 
rules  being  currently  adopted.  These 
proposals  should  be  submitted  to  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549,  on  or 
before  June  30,  1972.  It  is  anticipated 


that  from  these  new  specific  proposals 
and  from  the  Commission’s  own  consid¬ 
eration  further  rules  dealing  with  invest¬ 
ment  company  advertising  will,  at  a  later 
date,  be  noticed  for  comment  by  inter¬ 
ested  persons. 

Rule  134.  Amendment  to  clause  (C)  of 
Rule  134(a)(3)  (17  CFR  230.134(a)(3) 
(iii) ). 

Rule  134  under  the  Act  has  narrowly 
prescribed  the  information  which  is  per¬ 
missible  in  a  tombstone  advertisement. 
Prior  to  this  amendment  the  rule  did 
not  permit  the  inclusion  of  descriptive 
information  relating  to  investment  com¬ 
panies  generally.  The  complaint  has  fre¬ 
quently  been  made  that  a  tombstone 
advertisement  accomplishes  nothing  be¬ 
cause  many  persons  do  not  even  know 
what  an  investment  company  is. 

The  first  revision  of  Rule  134  is  in 
response  to  this  complaint  and  adds 
a  clause  to  clause  (C)  dealing  specif¬ 
ically  with  permissible  disclosures  for 
investment  companies,  which  permits  a 
general  description  of  an  investment 
company,  its  general  attributes,  method 
of  operation,  and  services  offered:  Pro¬ 
vided,  The  description  is  not  inconsist¬ 
ent  with  the  operation  of  the  particular 
fund  mentioned  in  the  tombstone  ad¬ 
vertisement.  The  above-enumerated 
features  may  be  described  and  discussed 
even  though  they  are  not  applicable  to 
all  or  most  inventment  companies  pro¬ 
vided  they  are  applicable  to  a  significant 
number.  For  example,  as  long  as  the 
statement  can  fairly  be  prefaced  by  the 
phrase,  “A  number  of  investment  com¬ 
panies  •  *  there  will  be  no  objection. 

As  Rule  134  has  been  interpreted  pre¬ 
viously,  anything  remotely  resembling 
pictorial  material,  except  for  authorized 
logos,  has  generally  been  regarded  as  im¬ 
permissible.  The  Commission  is  taking 
this  opportunity  to  announce  that  it  is 
changing  its  interpretation  in  this  re¬ 
gard  so  that  henceforth  it  will  not  object 
in  tombstone  advertising  for  investment 
company  securities  to  the  use  of  adver¬ 
tising  designs  and  devices,  including  bor¬ 
ders,  scrolls,  arrows,  pointers,  multiple 
and  combined  logos,  and  unusual  type¬ 
faces  and  lettering.  The  inclusion  of  such 
material  is  regarded  as  a  logical  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  permission  already  granted 
by  interpretation  to  use  an  "attention- 
getting”  headline  to  attract  the  reader’s 
eye.  When  the  medium  of  television  is 
used  to  present  tombstone  advertising  for 
the  securities  of  investment  companies, 
such  advertising  may  use  moving  logos 
and  other  designs  and  devices  permitted 
by  this  rule. 

For  clarification  purposes,  the  text  of 
the  amended  language  has  been  changed 
from  that  proposed  in  that  the  term  “in¬ 
vestment  company”  has  been  substituted 
for  the  term  “fund”  in  the  next-to-last 
line. 

New  paragraph  (13)  of  Rule  134(a) 
(17  CFR  230.134(a)  (13)).  The  narrow 
prescription  of  what  is  permissible  in 
tombstone  advertising  has  made  it  im¬ 
possible  to  combine  an  advertisement  of 
other  unrelated  products  with  a  tomb¬ 
stone  advertisement.  New  paragraph  (13) 
of  Rule  134(a)  permits  such  combined 


advertising.  The  rule,  as  amended  by  this 
paragraph,  permits  advertisements  which 
contain  offers,  descriptions,  and  explana¬ 
tions  of  products  and  services  not  consti¬ 
tuting  securities  subject  to  registration 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  to  be 
combined  with  a  tombstone  advertise¬ 
ment  for  securities  of  a  registered  invest¬ 
ment  company  provided  such  materials 
“do  not  relate  directly  to  the  desirability 
of  owning  or  purchasing  a  security  is¬ 
sued  by  a  registered  investment  com¬ 
pany”  and  provided  all  direct  references 
to  the  security  otherwise  comply  with  the 
rule  and  are  placed  in  a  separate  and  en¬ 
closed  area  in  the  advertisement. 

The  first  proviso  is  designed,  for  exam¬ 
ple,  to  prevent  an  advertiser  from  touting 
its  expertise  as  an  investment  adviser. 
The  second  proviso  is  designed  to  sepa¬ 
rate  and  disassociate,  for  example,  the 
“security”  and  “freedom  from  worry” 
themes  which  appear  in  certain  adver¬ 
tisements  from  advertisements  for  the 
equity  products.  Other  themes  which 
could  be  expected  to  dwell  upon  and  extol 
the  success  of  the  company  in  its  other 
endeavors  should  likewise  not  be  closely 
identified  with  the  equity  product  and  the 
separation  tends  to  serve  this  purpose. 

The  portion  of  the  advertisement 
which  refers  to  other  products  and  serv¬ 
ices  will  be  subject  to  review  to  determine 
whether  it  relates  directly  to  the  desir¬ 
ability  of  owning  or  purchasing  the  secu¬ 
rity  issued  by  the  registered  investment 
company.  It  is  assumed  that  the  non¬ 
investment  company  portion  of  the  ad¬ 
vertisement  may  contain  pictures.  As  a 
matter  of  interpretation,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  concluded  that  the  mere  men¬ 
tion  in  an  advertisement  of  investment 
companies  as  a  type  of  company  within 
the  family  of  companies  of  a  financial 
service  complex  or  other  conglomerate 
should  not  bring  such  advertisement 
within  the  tombstone  requirements. 
Such  multicompany  complexes  should 
not  have  to  comply  with  tombstone  re¬ 
strictions  to  rim,  for  example,  so-called 
“one-stop  shopping”  ads  which  include 
the  mention  of  investment  companies 
without  naming  them  and  without  ex¬ 
planation. 

Because  the  rule  as  proposed  to  be 
amended  could  have  been  interpretated 
to  prohibit  a  description  of  a  security 
exempt  from  registration  under  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933,  such  as  a  corporate 
pension  plan  under  section  401  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code,  the  words  “issued 
by  a  registered  investment  company” 
have  been  added  after  the  word  “securi¬ 
ty”  (both  places  as  it  appears  in)  sub- 
paragraph  (13).  These  changes  make 
clear  what  was  intended,  namely,  that 
the  prohibition  with  respect  to  the  non¬ 
investment  company  portion  of  the  ad¬ 
vertisement  is  to  prevent  the  use  of  mate¬ 
rial  directly  related  to  the  desirability 
of  owning  or  purchasing  the  security  is¬ 
sued  by  the  registered  investment  com¬ 
pany. 

New  Rule  135A — Generic  advertising. 
Generic  or  “institutional”  advertising 
typically  refers  in  general  terms  to  se¬ 
curities  as  a  medium  of  Investment  but 
does  not  refer  to  any  specific  security. 
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Under  staff  interpretations  a  presump¬ 
tion  has  been  indulged  in  that  a  dealer 
who  underwrites  a  particular  invest¬ 
ment  company  security  desires  to  sell 
the  security  it  underwrites,  even  though 
it  may  have  many  other  investment 
company  securities  available  for  sale, 
and  therefore  cannot  use  generic  ad¬ 
vertising.  New  Rule  135A  (17  CFR 
230.135a)  permits  generic  advertising  of 
investment  company  securities,  even  by 
dealers  who  underwrite  particular  funds 
or  sponsors  of  no-load  funds:  Provided, 
The  advertisement  does  not  refer  to  the 
securities  of  a  particular  investment 
company  and  provided  there  is  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  other  requirements  of  the 
rule. 

An  advertisement  pursuant  to  the  rule 
may  contain  explanatory  information 
relating  to  the  nature  of,  and  services 
offered  by  investment  companies  gen¬ 
erally,  the  mention  or  explanation  of 
investment  companies  of  different  ge¬ 
neric  types,  and  offers,  descriptions,  and 
explanations  of  products  and  services 
not  constituting  securities  which  do  not 
relate  directly  to  the  desirability  of  own¬ 
ing  or  purchasing  a  security  issued  by 
a  registered  investment  company 
(“combined”  advertising).  The  words 
“issued  by  a  registered  investment  com¬ 
pany”  have  been  added  to  the  rule  as 
it  was  proposed  in  subparagraph  3  im¬ 
mediately  after  the  word  “security”  for 
the  same  reasons  set  forth  above  with 
respect  to  the  change  in  paragraph  (13) 
of  Rule  134(a).  The  advertisement  or 
other  communication  may  contain  an 
invitation  to  inquire  for  further  infor¬ 
mation  and  would  be  required  to  state 
the  name  and  address  of  the  broker, 
dealer,  or  other  person  sponsoring  the 
communication. 

As  proposed,  the  rule  contained  a  re*- 
quirement  that  sponsors  who  specialized 
in  certain  investment  company  secu¬ 
rities  disclose  the  names  of  these  invest¬ 
ment  companies  and  their  relationship 
thereto.  A  percentage  test  based  upon 
sales  in  the  last  calendar  year  was  em¬ 
ployed  to  determine  whether  sufficient 
specialization  had  occurred  to  invoke 
the  above  disclosure  requirement.  The 
purpose  of  the  requirement  was  to  put 
the  reader  on  notice  that  the  sponsor 
might  have  an  incentive  or  predilection 
to  sell  particular  investment  company 
securities  even  though  he  might  have 
other  investment  company  securities 
available  for  sale. 

The  Commission  has  concluded  that 
the  percentage  test  is  unworkable  and 
that  the  requirement  that  the  names  of 
certain  investment  companies  be  dis¬ 
closed  is  inconsistent  with  the  basic 
premise  of  a  generic  advertisement  and 
would  have  afforded  an  undue  advantage 
to  sponsors  who  did  specialize.  The  per¬ 
centage  test  and  the  requirement  that 
the  names  of  certain  investment  com¬ 
panies  be  disclosed  have  been  eliminated 
from  Rule  135a  as  adopted  and  have 
been  replaced  by  a  new  provision  which, 
it  is  believed,  will  accomplish  the  same 
basic  purposes  without  the  attendant 
problems.  This  provision  states  that  If 
an  advertisement  contains  a  solicitation 


of  inquiries  and  prospectuses  for  in¬ 
vestment  company  securities  are  to  be 
sent  or  delivered  in  response  to  such 
inquiries,  .the  number  (and  not  the 
names)  of  such  investment  companies, 
and,  if  applicable,  the  fact  that  the 
sponsor  of  the  communication  is  the 
principal  underwriter  or  investment  ad¬ 
viser  in  respect  to  such  investment  com¬ 
panies  shall  be  stated.  The  rule  thus 
contemplates  three  situations  insofar  as 
the  required  disclosure  as  to  particular 
investment  companies  and  the  sponsor's 
relationship  thereto  is  concerned. 

1.  Where  the  sponsor  of  a  generic  ad 
does  not  solicit  inquiries,  no  disclosure 
is  necessary  as  to  any  particular  invest¬ 
ment  company  or  the  sponsor’s  relation¬ 
ship  as  principal  underwriter  or 
investment  adviser  thereto. 

2.  Where  inquiries  are  solicited  but 
prospectuses  are  not  sent  or  delivered  in 
response  to  inquiries,  such  disclosure 
would  also  not  be  required.  This  situation 
could  arise,  for  example,  if  an  applica¬ 
tion  form  is  to  be  sent  in  response  to  any 
inquiry  and  a  suitability  determination  is 
to  be  made  on  the  basis  of  the  completed 
application  before  any  prospectuses  are 
to  be  sent. 

3.  Where  a  generic  ad  solicits  inquiries 
and  prospectuses  are  to  be  sent  or  deliv¬ 
ered  in  response  to  inquiries,  the  num¬ 
ber  (and  not  the  names)  of  registered  in¬ 
vestment  companies  for  which  prospect¬ 
uses  are  to  be  sent,  and,  if  applicable, 
the  fact  that  the  sponsor  is  the  under¬ 
writer  or  investment  adviser  of  such  in¬ 
vestment  company  or  companies  must  be 
stated. 

In  the  third  category,  it  is  anticipated 
that  an  acceptable  type  of  statement 
would  be,  for  example:  “If  you  would 
like  to  know  more  about  three  mutual 
funds  advised  and  distributed  by  X  &  Co., 
write  to:” 

The  proposed  rule  finally  requires  that 
the  broker,  dealer,  or  other  person  spon¬ 
soring  the  communication  must  have 
available  for  sale  the  type  of  security, 
service,  or  product  therein  described. 
This  requirement  would  prohibit  the  use 
of  a  generic  advertisement  to  arouse  in¬ 
vestor  interest  in  a  type  of  security  which 
is  not  available. 

Generic  advertising  has  traditionally 
employed  pictures  and  illustrations  and 
the  Commission  will  not  object  to  the 
use  of  such  material  in  advertisements 
purporting  to  qualify  under  new  Rule 
135a  as  long  as  it  is  not  misleading  or 
otherwise  illegal. 

Rule  4 34 A — Summary  prospectuses  (17 
CFR  230.434a).  Prior  to  this  amend¬ 
ment,  Rule  434A  permitted  the  use  of 
summary  prospectuses  by  certain  in¬ 
dustrial  companies,  but  did  not  provide 
for  such  use  by  investment  companies. 
The  amendment  to  paragraph  (a)  of 
Rule  434A  expressly  permits  registered 
open-end  investment  companies  to  use 
summary  prospectuses  with  certain 
limitations  which  are  set  forth  in  the  new 
instructions  to  Form  S-5. 

Addition  to  Form  S-5  to  provide  for 
summary  prospectus.  Rule  434A,  as 
amended,  permits  the  use  of  a  summary 
prospectus  if  the  registration  form  pro¬ 


vides  for  its  use.  Form  S-5  (17  CFR 
239.15),  the  registration  form  under  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933  for  securities  of  all 
open-end  investment  companies  regis¬ 
tered  under  the  Investment  Company 
Act  of  1940  on  Form  N-8B-1,  is  amended 
to  provide  for  a  summary  prospectus. 

The  addition  to  Form  S-5  provides  in 
the  “Instructions”  paragraph  that  the 
summary  prospectus  may  not  be  used 
unless  a  registration  statement  under  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933  is  in  effect,  or  if 
at  the  time  of  its  use  the  registrant  has 
had  a  prior  history  of  operations  other 
than  that  of  an  investment  company 
during  the  past  5  years  or  if  certain  spec¬ 
ified  transactions  with  affiliates  have 
occurred  during  the  past  3  years,  or  if 
at  that  time  the  registrant  does  not 
intend  to  meet  the  requirements  of  Sub¬ 
chapter  M  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 
The  instructions  further  provide  that  no 
sales  literature  may  be  used  with  the 
summary  prospectus  unless  preceded  or 
accompanied  by  the  full  statutory 
prospectus. 

The  summary  prospectus  will  include 
information  concerning  the  investment 
objectives  of  the  fund,  most  of  Items  4 
(if  there  are  affirmative  policies)  and  5 
of  Form  N-8B-1,  information  as  to  sales 
and  redemption  charges  and  advisory 
fees  and  a  Per  Share  Income  and  Capital 
Changes  Table.  No  financial  statements 
or  lists  of  investments  are  required  to 
be  included.  The  instructions  provide 
that  the  Commission  can  also  require 
the  inclusion  of  other  information  in 
addition  to  or  in  substitution  for  infor¬ 
mation  specifically  required  in  any  case 
"where  such  information  is  necessary  or 
appropriate  for  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors.”  It  is  contemplated  that  under 
this  provision  any  material  adverse  facts 
and  anything  differentiating  the  fund 
from  the  "garden  variety”  mutual  fund 
will  have  to  be  disclosed. 

In  view  of  the  possibility  that  a  pro¬ 
spective  investor,  after  seeing  the  sum¬ 
mary  prospectus,  might  send  in  an  order 
for  mutual  fund  shares  without  first 
receiving  the  full  statutory  prospectus, 
the  summary  prospectus  shall  contain 
a  boldface  legend  urging  all  interested 
persons  to  send  for  and  examine  the  full 
statutory  prospectus  before  purchasing 
shares  of  the  fund. 

The  text  of  addition  to  Form  S-5 
which  immediately  follows  the  text  of 
the  “Instructions  as  to  Exhibits”  section 
in  the  form  is  as  follows: 

Instructions  as  to  Summary  Prospectuses 

The  summary  prospectus  for  companies 
whose  securities  are  registered  on  Form  S-5 
to  be  used  pursuant  to  Rule  434A  shall  not 
be  available  unless  the  registration  state¬ 
ment  Is  In  effect  or.  If  at  the  time  of  its  use 
the  answer  to  Item  2  of  the  Form  N-8B-1  Is 
other  than  “Not  applicable”  or  If  at  such 
time,  the  registrant  does  not  intend  to  meet 
the  requirement  of  Subchapter  M  sections 
851-855  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  during 
the  current  taxable  year.  No  sales  literature 
may  be  used  unless  preceded  or  accompanied 
by  the  full  statutory  prospectus.  The  sum¬ 
mary  prospectus  shall  at  the  time  of  Its  use 
oont&in  such  of  the  Information  specified 
below  as  is  then  included  In  the  registra¬ 
tion  statement.  All  other  Information  and 
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documents  contained  in  the  registration 
statement  may  be  omitted.  The  items  speci¬ 
fied  in  (b)  below  refer  to  the  Items  of  Form 
N-8B-1. 

(a)  A  brief  statement  of  the  investment 
objectives  of  the  registrant  which  statement 
shall  not  be  inconsistent  with  the  statement 
as  to  Investment  objectives  contained  in  the 
prospectus  included  in  the  registration 
statement. 

(b)  Item  4(b) — only  if  it  is  to  be  the 
policy  to  borrow  money  otherwise  than  in 
emergency  situations; 

Item  4(e)— only  if  there  Is  an  affirmative 
policy  to  underwrite  securities  of  other 
issuers; 

Item  4(d)— only  if  there  is  an  affirmative 
policy  to  concentrate  investments  in  par¬ 
ticular  industries; 

Item  4(e) — only  if  there  is  an  affirmative 
policy  to  purchase  or  sell  real  estate; 

Item  4(f)— only  if  there  is  an  affirmative 
policy  to  purchase  or  sell  commodities  or 
commodity  contracts; 

Item  4(g)— only  if  there  is  an  affirmative 
policy  to  make  loans  to  other  persons  (apart 
from  purchasing  publicly  distributed  debt 
securities) ; 

Item  5(b) — only  if  registrant  is  permitted 
to  Invest  more  than  5  percent  of  its  as¬ 
sets  in  the  securities  of  another  issuer  (other 
than  government  securities); 

Item  5(c) — only  if  the  registrant  is  per¬ 
mitted  to  acquire  more  than  10  percent  of 
the  voting  securities  of  another  issuer; 

Item  5(d) — only  if  the  registrant  is  per¬ 
mitted  to  invest  for  the  purpose  of  exercis¬ 
ing  control  or  management; 

Item  6(e) — only  if  the  registrant  is  per¬ 
mitted  to  Invest  more  than  5  percent  of  its 
assets  in  the  securities  of  other  Investment 
companies;  Item  12  and  Items  22  (a)  and 

(c); 

Item  5(f)— only  if  portfolio  turnover  for 
the  past  3  years  has  averaged  over  75 
percent. 

(c)  The  Information  called  for  by  Item 
12  of  Form  N-8B-1  shall  be  set  forth  not 
further  back  in  the  summary  prospectus 
than  the  third  page  thereof  and  shall  not 
be  preceded  by  any  other  chart  or  table, 
and  the  following  information  shall  be  set 
forth  on  the  outside  front  cover  of  the 
summary  prospectus : 

(1)  The  maximum  sales  load  expressed 
as  a  percentage  of  the  amount  invested. 

(2)  Any  redemption  or  repurchase  charge 
made  in  connection  with  the  redemption 
or  repurchase  of  shares. 

(3)  The  legends  required  by  Rules  425  17 
CFR  230.425  and  434A(e)  under  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Act  of  1933,  and  a  legend  as  follows: 

All  Interested  Persons  Should  Send  for  and 
Examine  the  Full  Statutory  Prospectus  Be¬ 
fore  Purchasing  Shares  of  the  Fund. 

(d)  The  summary  prospectus  shall  not 
contain  a  summary  or  condensation  of  the 
information  required  by  Item  2  of  Form 
S-5. 

(e)  The  Commission  may,  upon  the  re¬ 
quest  of  the  registrant,  and  where  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  protection  of  investors, 
permit  the  omission  of  any  of  the  informa¬ 
tion  herein  required  or  the  furnishing  in 
substitution  therefor  of  appropriate  infor¬ 
mation  of  comparable  character.  The  Com¬ 
mission  may  also  require  the  Inclusion  of 
other  Information  in  addition  to,  or  in  sub¬ 
stitution  for,  the  Information  herein  re¬ 
quired  in  any  case  where  such  information 
is  necessary  or  appropriate  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors. 

Commission  action: 

Part  230  of  Chapter  II  of  Title  17  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows: 

I.  Section  230.134  is  amended  as 
follows: 


A.  Subdivision  (iii)  of  subparagraph 
(3)  of  i  230.134(a)  is  amended  by 
changing  the  semicolon  to  a  comma 
after  the  word  “characteristics”  and  by 
adding  a  new  clause  after  the  word 
“and”  reading  as  set  forth  below. 

B.  A  new  subparagraph  (13)  is  added 
to  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  read¬ 
ing  as  set  forth  below: 

§  230.134  Communications  not  deemed 
a  prospectus. 

•  *  *  *  * 

(a)  *  *  * 

(3)  *  *  * 

(iii)  In  the  case  of  an  investment 
company  registered  under  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  of  1940,  the  com¬ 
pany's  classification  and  subclassifica¬ 
tion  under  that  Act,  whether  it  is  a 
balanced,  specialized,  bond,  preferred 
stock  or  common  stock  fund  and  whether 
in  the  selection  of  investments  emphasis 
is  placed  upon  income  or  growth  charac¬ 
teristics,  and  a  general  description  of  an 
investment  company  including  its  gen¬ 
eral  attributes,  method  of  operation  and 
services  offered  provided  that  such  de¬ 
scription  is  not  inconsistent  with  the  op¬ 
eration  of  the  particular  investment 
company  for  which  more  specific  infor¬ 
mation  is  being  given. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(13)  A  communication  concerning  the 
securities  of  a  registered  investment 
company  may  also  include  any  one  or 
more  of  the  following  items  of  informa¬ 
tion:  Offers,  descriptions,  and  explana¬ 
tions  of  any  products  and  services  not 
constituting  securities  subject  to  regis¬ 
tration  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933. 
and  descriptions  of  corporations  pro¬ 
vided  that  such  offers,  descriptions  and 
explanations  do  not  relate  directly  to 
the  desirability  of  owning  or  purchasing 
a  security  issued  by  a  registered  invest¬ 
ment  company  and  that  all  direct  refer¬ 
ences  in  such  communications  to  a  se¬ 
curity  issued  by  a  registered  investment 
company  contain  only  the  statements  re¬ 
quired  or  permitted  to  be  included 
therein  by  the  other  provisions  of  this 
rule,  and  that  all  such  direct  references 
be  placed  in  a  separate  and  enclosed  area 
in  the  communication. 

***** 

H.  Part  230  of  Chapter  II  of  Title  17 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  §  230.135a 
reading  as  follows: 

§  230.135a  Generic  advertising. 

(a)  For  the  purposes  only  of  section  5 
of  the  Act,  a  notice,  circular,  advertise¬ 
ment,  letter,  sign,  or  other  communica¬ 
tion,  published  or  transmitted  to  any 
person  which  does  not  specifically  refer 
by  name  to  the  securities  of  a  particular 
investment  company,  to  the  investment 
company  itself,  or  to  any  other  securities 
not  exempt  under  section  3(a)  of  the 
Act,  will  not  be  deemed  to  offer  any  se¬ 
curity  for  sale,  provided: 

(1)  Such  communication  is  limited  to 
any  one  or  more  of  the  following: 

(i)  Explanatory  information  relating 
to  securities  of  investment  companies 
generally  or  to  the  nature  of  investment 


companies,  or  to  services  offered  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  ownership  of  such 
securities, 

<ii)  The  mention  or  explanation  of 
investment  companies  of  different  ge¬ 
neric  types  or  having  various  investment 
objectives,  such  as  “balanced  funds,” 
"growth  funds,”  “income  funds,”  “lever¬ 
aged  funds,”  “specialty  funds,”  “variable 
annuities,”  “bond  funds,”  and  “no-load 
funds,” 

(iii)  Offers,  descriptions,  and  explana¬ 
tion  of  various  products  and  services 
not  constituting  a  security  subject  to 
registration  under  the  Act:  Provided. 
That  such  offers,  descriptions,  and  ex¬ 
planations  do  not  relate  directly  to  the 
desirability  of  owning  or  purchasing  a 
security  issued  by  a  registered  invest¬ 
ment  company, 

(iv)  Invitation  to  inquire  for  further 
information,  and 

(2)  Such  communication  contains  the 
name  and  address  of  a  registered  broker 
or  dealer  or  other  person  sponsoring  the 
communication. 

(b)  If  such  communication  contains  a 
solicitation  of  inquiries  and  prospectuses 
for  investment  company  securities  are 
to  be  sent  or  delivered  in  response  to 
such  inquiries,  the  number  of  such  in¬ 
vestment  companies  and,  if  applicable, 
the  fact  that  the  sponsor  of  the  com¬ 
munication  is  the  principal  underwriter 
or  investment  adviser  in  respect  to  such 
investment  companies  shall  be  stated. 

III.  Section  230.434a  is  amended  as 
follows: 

Paragraph  (a)  of  §  230.434a  is 
amended  by  (1)  inserting  a  comma  after 
the  phrase  “of  a  summary  prospectus 
and”  and  by  (2)  adding  the  phrase  “the 
issuer  is  not  a  registered  open-end  in¬ 
vestment  company”  after  the  word  “if”. 

As  so  amended  §  230.434a (a)  reads  as 
follows: 

§  230.434a  Summary  prospectuses. 

(a)  A  summary  prospectus  prepared 
and  filed  as  part  of  a  registration  state¬ 
ment  in  accordance  with  this  section 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  prospectus  per¬ 
mitted  under  section  10(b)  of  the  Act 
for  the  purpose  of  section  5(b)(1)  of 
the  Act,  if  the  form  used  for  registration 
of  the  securities  to  be  offered  provides 
for  the  use  of  a  summary  prospectus 
and,  if  the  issuer  is  not  a  registered 
open-end  investment  company,  either  of 
the  following  conditions  is  met; 
***** 

§  239.15  Form  S— 5,  for  open-end  man¬ 
agement  investment  companies  reg¬ 
istered  on  Form  N— 9B— 1. 

Note:  The  text  of  the  amended  rules  and 
form  and  the  new  rule  is  contained  in  Re¬ 
lease  No.  33-5248,  copies  of  which  have  been 
filed  with  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register, 
and  the  release  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission.  500 
North  Capitol  Street,  Washington,  DC  20549. 

(Secs.  2,  6.  7,  10,  19;  48  Stat.  78,  81,  85;  15 
U.S.C.  77b,  77f,  77g,  77J,  77s) 

The  Commission  finds  that  the  fore¬ 
going  liberalizes  certain  requirements  in 
existing  rules,  that  notice  and  procedures 
specified  in  5  U.S.C.  553  are  unnecessary 
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and  good  cause  exists  for  making  such 
action  effective  without  delay.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  foregoing  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  cm  May  19,  1972. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Ronald  F.  Hunt, 

Secretary. 

May  9, 1972. 

[FR  Doc.72-7552  Filed  5-18-72; 8: 45  am] 

Title  24— HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Chapter  II — Office  of  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Housing  Production  and 
Mortgage  Credit — Federal  Housing 
Commissioner  [Federal  Housing 
Administration],  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development 
[Docket  No.  R-72-184) 

PART  275— LOW  RENT  PUBLIC 
HOUSING 

Prototype  Cost  Limits  for  Public 
Housing 

Correction 


signal  if  at  least  4  hours’  notice  has  been 
given  to  the  owner  of  the  bridge  to  be 
opened.  From  October  1  through  May  31 
the  draw  of  each  bridge  shall  open  on 
signal  if  at  least  24  hours’  notice  has 
been  given  to  the  owner  of  the  bridge  to 
be  opened. 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec. 
6(g)  (2),  80  Stat.  937;  33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C. 
1655(g)(2);  49  CFR  1.46(c)(6),  33  CFR  1.05- 
1(C)(4)) 

Effective  date.  This  revision  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  June  26,  1972. 

Dated:  May  15,  1972. 

W.  M.  Benkert, 
Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Marine  En¬ 
vironment  and  Systems. 

[FR  Doc.72-7613  Filed  5-18-72;8:48  am] 

Title  32A— NATIONAL  DEFENSE, 
APPENDIX 

Chapter  I — Office  of  Emergency 
Preparedness 

DMO  9700. T— THE  NATIONAL 
DEFENSE  EXECUTIVE  RESERVE 


In  F.R.  Doc.  72-7331  appearing  at  page 
9902,  as  the  Part  n,  in  the  issue 
of  Wednesday,  May  17,  1972,  the  file  line 
was  inadvertently  omitted  and  should 
be  added  'to  read  “tF.R.  Doc.72-7331 
Filed  5-1 6-72 ;  8 : 45  am  ]  ”. 

Title  33— NAVIGATION  AND 
NAVIGABLE  WATERS 

Chapter  I — Coast  Guard, 
Department  of  Transportation 

[CGFR  72-42a] 

PART  117— drawbridge 
OPERATION  REGULATIONS 

SHEEPSCOT  RIVER,  MAINE 

This  amendment  changes  the  regula¬ 
tions  from  the  Maine  State  Highway 
Commission  bridge  at  mile  14  and  the 
Maine  Central  railroad  bridge  at  mile  15 
to  require  that  the  draws  open  on  signal 
if  4  to  24  hours’  notice  has  been  given. 
This  amendment  was  circulated  as  a  pub¬ 
lic  notice  dated  November  19, 1971,  by  the 
Commander,  First  Coast  Guard  District 
and  was  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  as  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
(CGFR  72-42)  on  March  3,  1972  (37 
F.R.  4452).  No  comments  were  received. 

Accordingly,  Part  117  of  Title  33,  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
amended  by  revising  S  117.5a  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  117.5a  Slieepscot  River,  Maine;  Maine 
State  Highway  Commission  bridge, 
mile  14  and  Maine  Central  railroad 
bridge,  mile  15. 

From  June  1  through  September  30 
the  draw  of  each  bridge  shall  open  on 


Revocation 

Defense  Mobilization  Order  9700.1 — 
The  National  Defense  Executive  Reserve 
which  appeared  at  30  F.R.  1939,  Feb¬ 
ruary  11,  1965,  is  hereby  revoked.  These 
procedures  are  now  contained  in  an 
OEP  circular  which  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Office  of  Emergency  Prepared¬ 
ness. 

Dated:  May  9, 1972. 

G.  A.  Lincoln, 

Director, 

Office  of  Emergency  Preparedness. 

|FR  Doc.72-7594  Filed  5-18-72;8:46  am] 


Title  47— TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  17703;  FCC  72-3991 

PART  91— INDUSTRIAL  RADIO 
SERVICES 

Frequencies  Available  in  Special  In¬ 
dustrial  and  Forest  Products  Radio 
Services 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  the 
rules  in  Parts  2,  89,  91,  and  93  concern¬ 
ing  the  use  of  “tertiary,”  or  15  kHz  chan¬ 
nels,  in  the  150-162  MHz  band, 
amendment  of  Part  89  to  designate  fre¬ 
quency  153.740  MHz  as  available  to  the 
Local  Government  Radio  Service, 
Docket  No.  17703,  RM-525,  RM-811, 
RM-867. 

1.  On  June  15,  1971,  the  Commission 
released  a  report  and  order  in  the 
above-captioned  proceeding  which  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 


June  25,  1971  (FCC  71-606;  36  F.R. 
12102).  In  so  doing,  the  Commission 
adopted,  among  other  matters,  rule 
amendments  proposed  in  the  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  in  this  proceeding 
on  September  6,  1967,  and  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  September  15, 
1967  (32  F.R.  13143),  which  made  the 
frequency  154.625  MHz  available  ex¬ 
clusively  in  the  Business  Radio  Service 
under  Part  91  for  one-way  paging  by 
base  stations  employing  not  more  than 
30  watts  power  input  to  the  final  radio 
frequency  stage  of  the  transmitter. 

2.  On  July  15,  1971,  the  Special  In¬ 
dustrial  Radio  Association,  Inc. 
(SIRSA),  filed  a  petition  for  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  Commission's  report 
and  order  to  permit  the  shared  use  of 
the  frequency  154.625  MHz  in  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Industrial  Radio  Service  on  a  sec¬ 
ondary  basis  ancksubject  to  the  condition 
that  no  harmful  interference  is  caused 
to  primary  users  of  the  channel.  Op¬ 
position  to  the  petition  for  reconsidera¬ 
tion  was  received  from  the  National 
Association  of  Business  and  Educational 
Radio,  Inc.  (NABER),  on  September  10, 
1971.  No  comments  in  support  of  SIRSA 
were  received;  however,  SIRSA  filed 
comments  in  reply  to  the  opposition  on 
September  20,  1971. 

3.  In  petitioning  for  modification  of 
the  Commission’s  report  and  order, 
SIRSA  described  how  there  is  a  con¬ 
tinuing  need  for  additional  assignments 
in  the  150  MHz  band  for  rural  users  in 
the  Special  Industrial  Radio  Service, 
how  experience  with  operations  on 
152.48,  157.74,  and  158.46  MHz  has  dem¬ 
onstrated  that  one-way  paging  channels 
in  the  Business  Radio  Service  may  be 
shared  successfully  with  the  Special  In¬ 
dustrial  Radio  Service,  and  how  the 
Commission  can  enhance  utilization  of 
the  frequency  154.625  MHz  by  permitting 
it  to  be  shared  with  the  Special  Indus¬ 
trial  Radio  Service. 

4.  In  its  opposition  comments,  NABER 
argued  that  higher  powered  special  in¬ 
dustrial  stations  have  preempted  use  of 
the  shared  frequencies  by  discouraging 
new  Business  Radio  Service  applicants 
from  using  the  frequencies  and  inter¬ 
fering  with  one-way  paging  licensees  to 
the  extent  that  they  have  changed  fre¬ 
quency.  NABER  was  sympathetic  with 
the  desire  of  SIRSA  to  provide  more  fre¬ 
quencies  for  its  users,  but  considered  the 
proposed  sharing  to  be  inefficient  and 
stated  there  is  reason  to  believe  that 
allowing  Special  Industrial  Radio  Service 
use  of  154.625  MHz  will  virtually  elimi¬ 
nate  its  usage  by  Business  Radio  Service 
licensees. 

5.  In  its  reply  to  the  opposition  com¬ 
ments,  SIRSA  pointed  out,  with  reference 
to  the  provisions  of  §  1.106(f)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules,  the  late  filing  of  the 
NABER  opposition  to  petition  for  recon¬ 
sideration  but  did  not  object  to  the  han¬ 
dling  of  the  matter  strictly  on  its  merits. 
SIRSA  concluded  that  NABER  had  not 
shown  how  experience  acquired  by  shared 
use  of  the  frequencies  152.48,  157.74,  and 
158.46  MHz  would  militate  against 
carrying  the  concept  of  shared  use  to 
154.625  MHz.  SIRSA  believed  that 
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NABER’s  statistical  information  sup¬ 
ported  the  SIRSA  request  that  the  chan¬ 
nel  be  allocated  for  secondary  use  in  the 
Special  Industrial  Radio  Service.  Rela¬ 
tive  to  power  disparity  between  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Industrial  and  Business  Radio  Serv¬ 
ices,  SIRSA  indicated  that  it  did  not 
wish  to  create  a  situation  which  would 
preempt  the  frequency  154.625  MHz  for 
Special  Industrial  Radio  Service  opera¬ 
tions  and  suggested  that  two-way  users 
be  limited  to  a  transmitter  power  input 
of  180  watts. 

6.  SIRSA  has  described  how  approxi¬ 
mately  3  weeks  previous  to  the  release  of 
the  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  in 
Docket  No.  17703  on  September  8,  1967, 
the  Commission  had  released  its  report 
and  order  In  Docket  No.  16777  (FCC  67- 
958;  32  F.R.  11992)  wherein  the  rule 
amendments  were  adopted  providing  for 
the  use  of  152.48,  157.74,  and  158.46  MHz 
in  the  Special  Industrial  Radio  Service 
on  a  noninterference  basis  to  the  Busi¬ 
ness  Radio  Service  for  one-way  paging. 
The  frequencies  were  also  made  available 
to  the  Forest  Products  Radio  Service  on 
the  same  basis.  SIRSA  stated  that  at  the 
time  there  was  no  experience  with  such 
a  sharing  arrangement  and  consequently 
it  did  not  propose  secondary  use  of  the 
frequency  154.625  MHz  in  its  comments 
filed  in  response  to  the  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  in  Docket  No.  17703. 
In  the  absence  of  comments  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  expressing  interest  in  shared  use 
of  154.625  MHz,  the  Commission  adopted 
the  report  and  order  allocating  the  fre¬ 
quency  154.625  MHz  exclusively  to  the 
Business  Radio  Service,  as  had  been  pro¬ 
posed. 

7.  The  Commission  has  given  careful 
consideration  to  the  petition  for  recon¬ 
sideration,  the  opposition  and  reply  in 
this  matter  as  well  as  to  related  informa¬ 
tion.  The  compilation  of  one-way  paging 
stations  submitted  by  SIRSA  and  also  by 
NABER  appears  to  establish  that  a  num¬ 
ber  of  paging  systems  are  licensed  to  op¬ 
erate  on  the  frequencies  and  that  a  num¬ 
ber  of  two-way  systems  in  the  Special 
Industrial  Radio  Services  are  also  au¬ 
thorized  to  use  the  frequencies.  It  does 
appear  that  a  majority  of  the  one-way 
paging  operations  on  the  frequencies  are 
located  in  urban  locations  as  had  been 
anticipated  and  that  differences  in  the 
tabulations  are  not  of  great  significance 
in  the  overall  consideration  of  the  feasi¬ 
bility  of  the  sharing.  There  seems  to  be 
little  basis  for  the  NABER  projection  that 
shared  use  of  154.625  MHz  would  signifi¬ 
cantly  deter  use  of  the  frequency  154.625 
MHz  for  paging  operations  in  the  Busi¬ 
ness  Radio  Service. 

8.  Information  about  interference 
cases  available  to  the  Commission  does 
not  indicate  that  shared  use  of  the  fre¬ 
quencies  has  presented  any  interfer¬ 
ence  problems.  We  can  conclude  that  the 
principles  involved  in  the  sharing  ar¬ 
rangement  have  been  satisfactory  and 
that  it  is  reasonable  to  extend  the  ar¬ 
rangement  to  the  frequency  154.625  MHz 
as  requested  by  SIRSA.  Although  we 
have  not  received  a  request  to  make  the 
frequency  available  in  the  Forest  Prod¬ 
ucts  Radio  Service,  such  action  appears 


desirable  and  will  result  in  the  same 
sharing  arrangement  for  each  of  the  fre¬ 
quencies  152.480, 157.74, 158.46,  and  154.- 
625  MHz.  Since  NABER  has  expressed 
concern  about  the  power  disparity  be¬ 
tween  the  sharing  services  and  the  pag¬ 
ing  operations,  and  SIRSA  has  expressed 
a  willingness  to  have  the  power  limited 
to  180  watts  plate  power  input  on  154.625 
MHz,  there  is  a  need  to  decide  if  a  power 
restriction  below  600  watts  should  be 
placed  upon  the  use  of  the  frequency  in 
the  Special  Industrial  and  Forest  Prod¬ 
ucts  Radio  Services.  We  have  no  evidence 
that  the  present  power  allowance  (600 
watts  plate  power  input)  on  152.480, 
157.74,  and  158.46  MHz  is  unsatisfactory. 
In  rural  operations  up  to  600  watts  power 
may  be  needed  for  wide  area  coverage 
and  can  be  used  without  causing  undue 
interference.  In  addition  the  rules  re¬ 
quire  that  licensees  use  no  more  power 
than  they  need  for  adequate  coverage. 
This  requirement  is  applicable  to  licens¬ 
ees  of  paging  systems  as  well  as  two-way 
operations  in  the  Special  Industrial  and 
Forest  Products  Radio  Services.  We  are 
therefore  making  the  frequency  154.625 
MHz  available  in  the  Special  Industrial 
and  Forest  Products  Radio  Services  with 
up  to  600  watts  plate  power  input.  Op¬ 
erations  are  to  be  on  a  noninterference 
basis  to  cochannel  one-way  paging  oper¬ 
ations  in  the  Business  Radio  Service. 

9.  Accordingly,  in  view  of  the  fore¬ 
going:  It  is  ordered.  That  the  petition 
for  reconsideration  of  the  Commission’s 
decision  in  Docket  No.  17703  is  granted 


Title  50— WILDLIFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 
and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

SUBCHAPTER  B — HUNTING  AND  POSSESSION  OF 
WILDLIFE 

part  17— conservation  of  en¬ 
dangered  SPECIES  AND  OTHER 
FISH  OR  WILDLIFE 

Designated  Ports 

By  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  21,  1972  (37  FJR.  7901),  notice  was 
given  that  it  was  proposed  to  designate 
Honolulu,  Hawaii,  as  a  port  of  entry  for 
fish  and  wildlife.  This  proposal  also  an¬ 
nounced  a  public  hearing  which  was 
held  on  April  25,  1972. 


and  that,  effective  June  23,  1972,  Part 
91  of  the  Commission’s  rules  is  amended 
as  set  forth  below.  Authority  for  this  ac¬ 
tion  is  set  out  in  sections  4(1)  and  303  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 
1082;  47  T7.S.C.  164,  303) 

Adopted:  May  10,  1972. 

Released:  May  12,  1972. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

Part  91  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  91.354(a)  Is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  entry  to  read  as 
follows: 


§91.354  Frequencies  available. 


(a)  *  *  • 

Forest  Products  Rad  io  Service  Frequency  Table 

Frequency  or  b*nd 

Class  of  statlon(s) 

Limitations 

muz 

•  •  • 

154.628 . . . 

•  •  • 

-  21  ' 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

»  » 

•  * 

• 

2.  Section  91.504(a)  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  entry  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  91.504  Frequencies  available. 

(a)  •  •  • 


Interested  persons  were  also  invited 
to  submit  written  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  to  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife, 
Washington,  D.C.  20240.  After  considera¬ 
tion  of  comments  and  there  being  no 
objections  to  the  proposal,  the  Bureau 
of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife  finds 
that  notice  and  public  procedure  there¬ 
on  regarding  this  amendment  are  im¬ 
practicable  and  unnecessary  since  it 
relieves  a  restriction. 

Approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  having  been  obtained,  the 
purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  add 
Honolulu,  Hawaii,  to  50  CFR  Part  17, 
Appendix  B(l)  as  a  designated  port  of 
entry. 

As  amended,  50  CFR,  Part  17,  Ap¬ 
pendix  B,  paragraph  1  reads: 

Appendix  B 

DESIGNATED  PORTS  AND  EXCEPTIONS  THERETO 

1.  Designated  ports.  The  following  ports 
are  designated  ns  ports  of  entry  for  all  fish 


Special  Industrial  Radio  Service  Frequency  Table 

Frequency 
or  band 

Class  of  station  (s) 

General  reference 

Limitations 

MIIz 

GOO 

164.625 . 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

8  4  8 

19 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  0  0 

• 

•  * 

•  •  • 

• 

[FR  Doc.72-7569  Filed  5-18-72;8:45  ami 
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and  wildlife,  except  shellfish  and  fishery 
products  Imported  for  commercial  purposes 
which  may  enter  through  any  Customs  dis¬ 
trict  or  port: 

New  York,  N.Y.  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Miami,  Fla.  New  Orleans,  La. 

Chicago,  Hi.  Seattle,  Wash. 

San  Francisco,  Calif.  Honolulu,  Hawaii. 


(83  Stat.  276;  16  U.S.C.  668oc(4)  (d)  ) 


Effective  date:  Upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  (5-19-72). 

E.  V.  Schmidt, 
Acting  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 

May  12, 1972. 

[FR  Doc.72-7604  Filed  5-18-72;8:47  am] 
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Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  923  1 

SWEET  CHERRIES  GROWN  IN  DESIG¬ 
NATED  COUNTIES  IN  WASHINGTON 

Proposed  Handling  Limitation 

Consideration  is  being  given  to  the 
following  proposal,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth,  which  would  limit  the  handling  of 
sweet  cherries  by  establishing  regula¬ 
tions  recommended  by  the  Washington 
Cherry  Marketing  Committee,  estab¬ 
lished  pursuant  to  the  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  Order  No.  923  (7  CFR  Part 
923),  regulating  the  handling  of  sweet 
cherries  grown  in  designated  counties  in 
Washington.  This  program  is  effective 
under  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674). 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  proposal  should  file  the 
same,  in  quadruplicate,  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Room  112A,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  not 
later  than  the  seventh  day  after  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  All  written  submissions  made 
pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the  of¬ 
fice  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during  regular 
business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

The  recommendations  by  the  Wash¬ 
ington  Cherry  Marketing  Committee  re¬ 
flect  its  appraisal  of  the  crop  and  current 
and  prospective  market  conditions.  Ship¬ 
ments  of  sweet  cherries  from  the  pro¬ 
duction  area  are  expected  to  begin  on  or 
about  June  5,  1972.  The  proposed  grade 
and  size  requirements  provided  herein 
are  designed  to  prevent  the  handling,  on 
and  after  June  5,  1972,  of  any  cherries 
grading  lower  than  the  grade  herein 
specified,  and  smaller  in  size  than  as 
herein  specified,  so  as  to  provide  consum¬ 
ers  with  good  quality  fruit,  consistent 
with  the  overall  quality  of  the  crop,  while 
improving  returns  to  the  producers  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 
The  proposed  requirements  herein  that 
pertain  to  containers  and  the  packaging 
of  cherries  in  faced  packs  and  any  packs 
of  20  pounds,  net  weight,  or  larger,  are 
designed  to  prevent  deceptive  packaging 
practices,  promote  buyer  confidence,  and 
maintain  the  integrity  of  the  Washing¬ 
ton  sweet  cherry  industry.  Individual 
shipments,  not  exceeding  100  pounds,  of 
cherries  sold  for  home  use  and  not  for 
resale,  subject  to  necessary  safeguards, 
are  excepted  from  these  requirements 
in  that  the  quantity  of  cherries  so 
handled  is  relatively  inconsequential 
when  compared  with  the  total  quantity 
handled,  and  because  it  would  be  ad¬ 
ministratively  Impractical  to  regulate 


the  handling  of  such  shipments  due  to 
the  nearness  to  the  source  of  supply. 
Such  proposal  reads  as  follows: 

§923.311  Cherry  Regulation  11. 

(a)  Order.  During  the  period  June  5, 
1972,  through  June  30,  1973,  no  handler 
shall,  except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section,  handle  any  lot  of 
cherries  unless  such  cherries  meet  each 
of  the  following  applicable  requirements: 

(1)  Minimum  grade.  U.S.  No.  1:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  following  tolerances,  by 
count  of  the  cherries  in  the  lot,  shall 
apply  in  lieu  of  the  tolerances  for  defects 
provided  in  the  U.S.  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Sweet  Cherries:  a  total  of  10 
percent  for  defects;  including  in  this 
amount  not  more  than  5  percent  by 
count  of  the  cherries  in  the  lot,  for 
serious  damage,  and  including  in  this 
latter  amount  not  more  than  1  percent 
by  count  of  the  cherries  in  the  lot,  for 
cherries  affected  by  decay :  Provided 
further.  That  the  contents  of  individual 
packages  in  the  lot  are  not  limited  as 
to  the  percentage  of  defects  but  the  total 
of  the  defects  of  the  entire  lot  shall  be 
within  the  tolerances  specified. 

(2)  Minimum  size.  At  least  95  percent, 
by  count,  of  the  cherries  in  the  lot, 
shall  measure  not  less  than  forty-eight 
sixty-fourths  of  an  inch  in  diameter. 

(3)  Faced  packs  and  any  packs  of  20 
pounds,  net  weight,  or  larger.  At  least 
90  percent  by  count  of  the  cherries  in 
the  lot  shall  measure  not  less  than  fifty- 
four  sixty-fourths  of  an  inch  in 
diameter. 

(4)  Containers.  The  net  weight  of  the 
cherries  in  any  container  having  a  ca¬ 
pacity  greater  than  that  of  a  container 
with  inside  dimensions  of  15  Vs  by  10*2 
by  4  inches  shall  be  not  less  than  20 
pounds;  and  no  container  of  cherries 
shall  contain  less  than  12  pounds,  net 
weight,  of  cherries. 

(b)  Exceptions.  Notwithstanding  any 
other  provision  of  this  section,  any  in¬ 
dividual  shipment  of  cherries  which 
meets  each  of  the  following  require¬ 
ments  may  be  handled  without  regard  to 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section,  and  of  §§  923.41  and  923.55: 

(1)  The  shipment  consists  of  cherries 
sold  for  home  use  and  not  for  resale; 

(2)  The  shipment  does  not,  in  the 
aggregate,  exceed  100  pounds,  net 
weight,  of  cherries;  and 

(3)  Each  container  is  stamped  or 
marked  with  the  words  “not  for  resale” 
in  letters  at  least  one-half  inch  in 
height. 

(c)  Definitions.  Terms  used  in  the 
marketing  agreement  and  order  shall, 
when  used  herein,  have  the  same  mean¬ 
ing  as  given  to  the  respective  term  in 
said  marketing  agreement  and  order; 
“U.S.  No.  1”  and  “diameter”  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the 
U.S.  Standards  for  Grades  of  Sweet 


Cherries  (§§  51.2646-51.2660  of  this 
title) ;  and  “faced  pack”  means  that  the 
cherries  in  the  top  layer  in  any  con¬ 
tainer  are  so  placed  that  the  stem  ends 
are  pointing  downward  toward  the  bot¬ 
tom  of  the  container. 

Dated:  May  16, 1972. 

Arthur  E.  Browne, 

Acting  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.72-7624  Filed  6-18-72;8:49  am) 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
E  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  72-EA-52] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

-  Proposed  Alteration 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  72-7149  appearing  at  page 
9492  in  the  issue  for  Thursday,  May  11, 
1972,  in  column  1,  page  9493,  seventh 
line  from  the  bottom  of  the  column 
(§71.181),  the  figure  “11”  should  read 
“15”. 

E  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  72-SO-45] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Designation  and  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  designate  the  Tupelo,  Miss.,  con¬ 
trol  zone  and  alter  the  Tupelo,  Miss., 
transition  area. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  Southern 
Region,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Post  Office 
Box  20636,  Atlanta,  GA  30320.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  within  30  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  hearing  is  contemplated 
at  this  time,  but  arrangements  for  in¬ 
formal  conferences  with  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Chief,  Airspace 
and  Procedures  Branch.  Any  data,  views, 
or  arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
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order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  light  of 
comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  South¬ 
ern  Region,  Room  724,  3400  Whipple 
Street,  East  Point,  GA. 

The  Tupelo  control  zone  would  be 
designated  as: 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  C.D.  Lemons 
Municipal  Airport  (lat.  34'15'32”  N.,  long. 
88°45'32"  W.):  within  3  miles  each  side  of 
Tupelo  VOR  214*  radial,  extending  from  the 
5-mile-radius  zone  to  8.5  miles  southwest  of 
the  VOR.  This  control  zone  is  effective  from 
0700  to  2130  hours,  local  time,  Monday 
through  Friday,  0700  to  2000  hours,  local 
time,  Saturday,  and  1100  to  2130  hours  local 
time,  Sunday. 

The  Tupelo  transition  area  described 
In  §71.181  (37  F.R.  2143)  would  be 
amended  as  follows: 

“*  *  •  (latitude  34*15'30"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  88°45'55"  . . would  be 

deleted  and  “•  •  *  (latitude  34°15'32" 
N.,  longitude  88°45'32"  W.)  *  *  *” 
would  be  substituted  therefor. 

The  proposed  control  zone  designation 
Is  required  to  provide  controlled  airspace 
protection  for  IFR  aircraft  in  climb  to 
700  feet  above  the  surface  and  in  descent 
below  1,000  feet  above  the  surface.  The 
proposed  transition  area  alteration  is  re¬ 
quired  because  of  the  refined  plotting  by 
National  Ocean  Survey  of  the  geographic 
coordinate  of  the  airport. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348(a))  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)). 


Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  May  10, 
1972. 


Duane  W.  Freer, 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.72-7585  Filed  5-18-72:8:46  am] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  72-CE-15] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
alter  the  control  zone  and  transition  area 
at  Wichita,  Kans. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Central  Region,  Attention : 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Federal  Building, 
601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City,  MO 
64106.  All  communications  received 
within  45  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendments.  No  public  hear¬ 


ing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration  of¬ 
ficials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any 
data,  views,  or  arguments  presented  dur¬ 
ing  such  conferences  must  also  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with  this 
notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the  rec¬ 
ord  for  consideration.  The  proposals  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City, 
MO  64106. 

Since  designation  of  controlled  air¬ 
space  at  Wichita,  Kans.,  the  Wichita 
control  zone  has  been  redefined.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  it  is  necessary  to  alter  the  Wichita 
control  zone  to  reflect  this  change.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  VOR/DME  and  ELS  approach  pro¬ 
cedures  at  the  Wichita  Municipal  Air¬ 
port  have  been  modified  and  a  new  in¬ 
strument  approach  procedure  has  been 
developed  for  the  Augusta,  Kans.,  Mu¬ 
nicipal  Airport.  It  is  therefore  necessary 
to  alter  the  Wichita  700-foot  floor  tran¬ 
sition  area  to  adequately  protect  aircraft 
executing  the  revised  and  new  instru¬ 
ment  approach  procedures.  The  parame¬ 
ters  of  the  Wichita  1,200-foot  floor  tran¬ 
sition  area  will  remain  unchanged. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  hereinafter  set 
forth: 

In  §  71.181  (37  F.R.  2143),  the  follow¬ 
ing  700-foot  transition  area  is  amended 
to  read: 

Wichita,  Kans. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  8.5-mlle  radius 
of  the  Wichita,  Kans.,  Municipal  Airport  (lat¬ 
itude  37°39'09"  N„  longitude  95°25'47"  W.) 
and  from  9.5  miles  west  of  the  LOC  (BC)  to 
Runway  1L,  extending  from  8.5  miles  to  15 
miles  south  of  the  airport  to  4.5  miles  east 
of  the  LOC  (FC)  to  Runway  1R  to  6.5  miles 
east  of  the  176*  radial  of  the  Wichita,  Kans., 
BVORTAC  facility,  extending  from  the  8.6- 
mile  radius  to  15  miles  south  of  the  airport; 
within  8.5-mlle  radius  of  the  McConnell  AFB 
(latitude  37*37'25”  N.,  longitude  97*16'00” 
W.) ;  and  2  miles  each  side  of  the  McConnell 
AFB  ILS  localizer  south  course,  extending 
from  the  8.5-mile  radius  to  8  miles  south  of 
the  OM;  within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  Piper 
Airpark  (latitude  37 *44 '45”  N.,  longitude 
97°13'20”  W.);  and  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  344*  bearing  from  the  Piper  Airpark 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  to  6  miles 
north;  within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  the  Augusta, 
Kansas,  Airport  (latitude  37°40'21”  N.,  lon¬ 
gitude  97*04'38”  W.): 

In  §  71.171  (37  F.R.  2056),  the  follow¬ 
ing  control  zone  is  amended  to  read : 

Wichita,  Kans. 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  the  Wichita, 
Kan6.,  Municipal  Airport  (latitude  37°39'09” 
N.,  longitude  97°25’47”  W.);  and  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Wichita  Municipal  Air¬ 
port  ILS  localizer  north  course,  extending 
to  7.5  miles  north,  excluding  that  portion 
subtended  by  a  chord  drawn  between  the 
points  of  INT  of  the  5-mlle-radlus  zone  of 
the  Wichita,  Kans.  (McConnell  AFB) ,  5-mile- 
radius  control  zone. 


This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348),  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(0). 


Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  May  4, 
1972. 


John  M.  Cyrocki, 
Director,  Central  Region. 
(FR  Doc.72-7584  Filed  5-18-72; 8: 46  am] 


I  14  CFR  Parts  71,  73  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  72-SW-27] 

TEMPORARY  RESTRICTED  AREA  AND 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 

Proposed  Designation  and  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
Parts  71  and  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  which  would  establish  a 
temporary  restricted  area  at  White  Sands 
Proving  Grounds,  N.  Mex.,  and  alter 
the  description  of  the  continental  con¬ 
trol  area  in  order  to  reflect  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  restricted  area. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
identify  the  airspace  docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Southwest  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Post  Office  Box  1689,  Fort 
Worth,  TX  76101.  All  communications 
received  within  30  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  General  Counsel,  Attention :  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW„ 
Washington,  DC  20591.  An  informal 
docket  also  will  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

In  Airspace  Docket  No.  65-SW-23  (30 
FR.  9577),  temporary  Restricted  Areas 
R-5116A  and  B  at  White  Sands  Proving 
Grounds,  N.  Mex.,  were  designated  for 
the  period  September  15,  1965,  through 
February  1,  1966,  in  support  of  a  classi¬ 
fied  project  associated  with  the  Hound 
Dog  Missile  Program. 

Subsequently,  R-5116A  has  been  re¬ 
designated  for  four  temporary  periods 
(31  F.R.  958,  13987,  16127,  33  F.R.  6085, 
and  37  FR.  2361). 

The  Department  of  the  Air  Force  has 
now  submitted  a  further  request  for  the 
designation  of  R-5116A  from  sunrise  to 
sunset,  for  the  period  October  1,  1972, 
through  March  31,  1973.  Hie  area  would 
be  activated  for  only  a  period  of  minutes 
during  each  launching  of  a  Hound  Dog 
Missile  and  the  same  procedures  in  effect 
previously  would  apply  to  this  designa¬ 
tion.  These  procedures  include  (1)  suffi¬ 
cient  advance  notice  of  the  activation  of 
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this  area  that  will  permit  notification  to 
the  public  by  all  news  media  available 
and  in  regularly  scheduled  broadcasts  of 
Flight  Service  Stations  in  the  vicinity, 
and  (2)  coordination  by  the  Air  Force 
with  the  Albuquerque  ARTC  Center  so 
the  missile  launchings  will  have  a  mini¬ 
mum  impact  on  published  air  carrier 
schedules. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
FAA  proposes  the  airspace  actions  as 
hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  R-5116A  White  Sands  Proving 
Grounds,  N.  Mex. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  lat.  33'53'40"  N„ 
long.  106°44'35"  W.;  to  lat.  34°20’35"  N„ 

long.  107°02'35"  W.;  to  lat.  34°25'00"  N„ 

long.  106'51'45”  W.;  to  lat.  34°09'55”  N., 

long.  106  *41 '35”  W.;  to  point  of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  FL  180,  ex¬ 
cluding  the  airspace  below  7,000  feet  MSL 
west  of  long.  106c50'00”  W. 

Time  of  designation.  Sunrise  to  sunset, 
October  1,  1972,  through  March  31,  1973,  as 
published  in  NOTAM’s  at  least  12  hours  in 
advance  of  use. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Albuquerque  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  Commander,  Air  Force  Spe¬ 
cial  Weapons  Center,  Kirtland  AFB,  Albu¬ 
querque,  N.  Mex.  • 

2.  The  description  of  the  continental 
control  area  would  be  altered  to  include 
Restricted  Area  R-5116A. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348(a) )  and  section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(0). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  12, 
1972. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

JFR  Doc.72-7586  Filed  5-1 8-72; 8: 46  am] 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[  49  CFR  Part  571  1 

(Docket  No.  72-6;  Notice  1] 

MOTORCYCLE  HELMETS 

Proposed  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standard 

The  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration  (NHTSA)  hereby  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  49  CFR  Part  571,  Fed¬ 
eral  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standards,  by 
adding  a  new  standard  for  motorcycle 
helmets.  The  proposed  standard  would 
require  protective  headgear  manufac¬ 
tured  for  use  by  motorcyclists  and  other 
motor  vehicle  users  to  meet  minimum 
specified  performance  requirements. 

In  the  last  5  years  there  has  been  a 
dramatic  increase  in  both  motorcycle 
registrations  and  motorcyclist  fatalities. 
Between  1965  and  1970  there  was  an  81.9 
percent  increase  in  motorcycle  registra¬ 
tions  and  a  53.8  percent  increase  (from 
1515  to  2336)  in  motorcycle  fatalities. 
A  study  conducted  in  New  Jersey  in  1965 
found  that  90.8  percent  of  all  motorcycle 
accidents  reported  in  that  State  resulted 
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in  death  or  injury.  In  contrast,  the  rate 
nationally  for  all  types  of  vehicles  was 
8.4  percent  in  1971. 

Several  motorcycle  accident  studies 
indicate  that  two-thirds  to  three-fourths 
of  motorcycle  fatalities  result  from  head 
injuries.  Highway  Safety  Program 
Standard  No.  3,  Motorcycle  Safety,  23 
CFR  $  204.4,  seeks  to  have  each  state 
enact  legislation  making  it  mandatory 
for  each  motorcycle  operator  and  pas¬ 
senger  to  wear  protective  headgear  when 
operating  on  streets  or  highways.  Cur¬ 
rently,  44  States,  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  and  Puerto  Rico  have  adopted 
such  legislation.  The  helmet  industry  has 
up  to  now  set  its  own  quality  standards 
in  an  attempt  to  insure  reliable  products. 
The  NHTSA  has  discovered,  however, 
that  some  helmets,  contrary  to  their  own 
certification  labels,  do  not  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  industry  specifications,  or 
otherwise  exhibit  unacceptable  charac¬ 
teristics.  Thus,  because  of  the  importance 
of  helmets  to  motorcyclists  (as  well  as 
other  motor  vehicle  users  who  decide  to 
wear  helmets),  there  appears  to  be  an 
urgent  need  for  a  safety  standard  in  this 
area. 

The  proposed  standard  is  intended  to 
insure  that  helmets  provide  a  reasonable 
degree  of  protection  by  establishing  test 
requirements  for  impact  attenuation, 
penetration,  and  retention.  It  would  also 
establish  criteria  for  peripheral  vision, 
harmful  projections,  and  labeling. 

The  impact  attenuation  test  would  es¬ 
tablish  the  maximum  acceleration  which 
can  be  imparted  during  guided-fall  drop 
tests  to  a  test  headform  on  which  the 
helmet  is  mounted.  The  requirements 
under  this  test  that  would  be  effective 
March  1,  1973,  are  based  in  large  part 
on  the  American  National  Standard 
specifications  for  Protective  Headgear 
for  Vehicular  users,  ANSI  Z90. 1-1971. 
Each  test  article  would  be  impacted 
with  two  successive  impacts  on  four  test 
sites,  two  of  which  are  upon  a  fixed,  rigid 
fiat  steel  anvil  and  two  of  which  are 
upon  a  hemispherical  steel  anvil.  During 
these  impacts  peak  accelerations  experi¬ 
enced  by  the  test  headform  and  head- 
gear  combination  could  not  exceed  400  g. 
Also,  accelerations  would  not  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  exceed  200  g.  for  a  cumulative 
duration  of  more  than  2  milliseconds  or 
150  g.  for  more  than  4  milliseconds. 

Effective  September  1,  1974,  the  re¬ 
quirements  would  be  upgraded  to  require 
that  the  impacts  meet  the  higher  per¬ 
formance  levels  of  the  proposed  head 
injury  criterion  of  Federal  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Standard  No.  208,  Occupant 
Crash  Protection.  Expressed  verbally, 
the  criterion  is  that  the  resultant  ac¬ 
celeration  at  the  center  of  gravity  of 
the  head  during  the  crash  shall  be  such 
that  when  the  average  acceleration  (ex¬ 
pressed  in  g’s)  during  any  time  interval 
is  raised  to  the  2.5  power  and  multiplied 
by  the  length  of  the  interval  in  seconds, 
the  product  shall  not  exceed  1,000.  In 
mathematic  terms:  The  resultant  accel¬ 
eration  shall  be  such  that  the  expression 
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where  a  is  the  resultant  acceleration  ex¬ 
pressed  as  a  multiple  of  g  (the  accelera¬ 
tion  of  gravity) ,  and  f,  and  U  are  any  two 
points  in  time  during  the  crash,  shall  not 
exceed  1,000. 

The  intent  of  the  standard’s  head  in¬ 
jury  criterion  is  to  set  limits  on  the  ac¬ 
celeration  exposure  of  the  helmet/ 
headform  combination  that  reflect  the 
available  biomechanical  data  in  terms 
that  can  be  satisfactorily  measured  by 
an  instrumented  test  headform. 

The  penetration  test  would  determine 
the  capability  of  the  complete  helmet  to 
resist  penetration  by  a  pointed  strike 
when  the  latter  is  dropped  with  its  axis 
aligned  vertically  so  as  to  impact  the 
helmet  mounted  on  a  test  headform. 
The  striker  would  weigh  6  pounds  10 
ounces,  and  would  be  dropped  in  guided 
fall  from  a  height  of  118.1  inches.  The 
point  of  the  striker  would  be  defined 
dimensionally,  and  any  contact  of  the 
striker  with  the  test  headform,  or  inden¬ 
tation  of  the  outer  surface  of  the  head- 
form,  to  a  depth  of  more  than  0.04  inch, 
would  constitute  failure  of  the  test. 

The  area  subject  to  impact  attenuation 
and  penetration  testing  would  be  ex¬ 
panded  beyond  the  current  industry  test¬ 
ing  practice  to  provide  improved  protec¬ 
tion  in  the  occipital  region  of  the  head. 

The  proposed  retention  system  test  re¬ 
quires  that  the  retention  system  includ¬ 
ing  its  attachments  not  separate,  or 
elongate  more  than  1  inch  beyond  its 
50-pound  preload  point,  when  a  tensile 
load  of  300  pounds  is  applied  to  the  as¬ 
sembly  with  the  helmet  mounted  on  a 
test  headform  adapted  for  accommoda¬ 
tion  of  chin  strap  assemblies. 

Another  requirement  would  provide 
for  105  degrees  of  peripheral  visual 
clearance  to  each  side  of  the  midsagittal 
plane.  Other  requirements  would  provide 
for  limiting  potentially  harmful  projec¬ 
tions,  and  for  providing  safety  informa¬ 
tion  in  the  form  of  labeling.  One 
important  objective  is  to  insure  that  hel¬ 
met  purchasers  are  informed  of  the  types 
of  cleaning  agents,  paints,  or  other  com¬ 
monly  used  chemicals  that  can  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  helmet  since  many  cases  of 
serious  structural  degradation  of  the 
shell  are  known  to  have  resulted  from 
exposure  to  chemicals  that  damage 
materials  commonly  used  in  helmets. 

In  order  to  provide  for  uniform  test 
procedures,  the  concept  of  a  ‘‘helmet 
positioning  index”  has  been  proposed.  In 
the  past,  different  methods  of  mounting 
helmets  on  the  test  headforms  have  con¬ 
tributed  considerably  to  variances  in  test 
results.  It  is  proposed  that  for  each  line 
of  helmets,  the  manufacturer  determine 
the  appropriate  “index”  to  insure  that 
the  helmet  is  placed  on  the  test  head- 
form  in  the  same  position  as  it  is  in¬ 
tended  to  be  worn  in  use.  This  index 
would  be  made  available  by  the  manu¬ 
facturer  to  any  person  who  requests  it 
with  respect  to  any  helmet  identified  by 
model  number  and  size. 

In  selecting  the  proposed  criteria  and 
test  procedures,  the  Administration  has 
taken  many  factors  into  consideration, 
including  existing  helmet  standards, 
anthropometric  data  previously  used  by 
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the  armed  services,  results  of  research 
and  tests,  consultation  with  knowledge¬ 
able  persons  engaged  in  manufacturing 
and  testing,  and  others  having  an  inter¬ 
est  in  safety  aspects  of  motorcycle 
helmets. 

Proposed  effective  dates:  March  1, 
1973,  with  additional  requirements  effec¬ 
tive  September  1,  1974. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  that  a  standard  for  motor¬ 
cycle  helmets  be  issued  as  set  forth  below. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  data,  views,  or  arguments  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  proposed  rule.  Of  particular 
interest  are  technical  comments  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  requirements,  test  sites,  and 
test  procedures  proposed  in  this  notice, 
including  methodology  of  insuring  re¬ 
producible  test  results,  reference,  and 
test  headform  sizing,  and  adequately  de¬ 
fined  peripheral  vision  requirements. 
The  NHTSA  is  also  interested  in  recom¬ 
mendations  for  the  best  way  to  provide 
important  safety  information  as  well  as 
essential  identification  and  certification 
information  on  the.  limited  headgear 
area.  Comments  should  identify  the 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  to: 
Docket  Section,  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration,  Room 
5221,  400  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC  20590.  It  is  requested,  but  not 
required,  that  10  copies  be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  August  11,  1972,  will  be 
considered  and  will  be  available  for  ex¬ 
amination  in  the  Rules  Docket  at  the 
above  address,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date.  To  the  extent  possible,  com¬ 
ments  filed  after  the  above  date  will  also 
be  considered  by  the  NHTSA.  However, 
the  rulemaking  action  may  proceed  at 
any  time  after  that  date,  and  comments 
received  after  the  closing  date  and  too 
late  for  consideration  in  regard  to  the 
action  will  be  treated  as  suggestions  for 
future  rule  making.  The  NHTSA  will 
continue  to  file  relevant  material,  as  it 
becomes  available,  in  the  docket  after 
the  closing  date,  and  it  is  recommended 
that  interested  persons  continue  to  ex¬ 
amine  the  docket  for  new  materials. 

In  light  of  the  above,  it  is  proposed 
that  Part  571  of  Title  49,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  be  amended  by  adding  a 
new  motor  vehicle  safety  standard  for 
motorcycle  helmets,  as  set  forth  below. 

This  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  is 
issued  under  the  authority  of  sections 
103,  112,  and  119  of  the  National  Traffic 
and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act  (15  U.S.C. 
1392,  1401,  1407)  and  the  delegations 
of  authority  at  49  CFR  1.51  and  49  CFR 
501.8. 

Issued  on  May  12, 1972. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 

Acting  Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 


§  571. _  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Stand¬ 
ard  _ ,  Motorcycle  Helmets. 

51.  Scope.  This  standard  establishes 
minimum  performance  requirements  for 
protective  headgear  designed  for  use  by 
motorcyclists  and  other  motor  vehicle 
users. 

52.  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this 
standard  is  to  reduce  deaths  and  injuries 
to  motor  vehicle  users  resulting  from 
head  impacts. 

53.  Application.  This  standard  applies 
to  protective  headgear  designed  for  use 
by  motorcyclists  and  other  motor  vehicle 
users  (hereinafter  referred  to  as 
“helmets”* 

54.  Definitions.  “Basic  Plane”  means 
a  plane  through  the  centers  of  the  right 
and  left  external  ear  openings  and  the 
lower  edge  of  the  eye  sockets  (Figure  1) 
modeled  on  a  particular  reference  head- 
form  or  test  headform. 

“Helmet  positioning  index”  means  the 
distance  in  inches  from  the  lowest  point 
of  the  brow  opening  at  the  lateral  mid¬ 
point  of  the  helmet  to  the  basic  plane 
of  a  reference  headform,  when  the  hel¬ 
met  is  positioned  firmly  on  the  reference 
headform  according  to  the  manufac¬ 
turer’s  recommendations. 

“Reference  headform”  means  a  meas¬ 
uring  tool  contoured  to  the  dimensions  of 
one  of  three  headforms  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  I. 

“Reference  plane”  means  a  plane  above 
and  parallel  to  the  basic  plane  on  the 
frontal  portion  of  a  reference  headform, 
as  shown  in  Figure  2,  at  the  distance 
indicated  in  Appendix  I,  item  15. 

“Retention  system”  means  the  com¬ 
plete  assembly  by  which  the  helmet  is  re¬ 
trained  in  position  on  the  head  during 
use. 

“Test  headform”  means  a  test  device 
corresponding  to  one  of  the  three  refer¬ 
ence  headforms,  which  conforms  to  the 
configuration  of  that  reference  headform 
for  the  surface  area  above  the  basic 
plane. 

55.  Requirements.  Each  helmet  shall 
meet  the  requirements  of  S5.1  through 

S5.3  when  subjected  to  any  of  the  condi¬ 
tions  specified  in  S6.3  and  S7„  and  tested 
in  the  sequence  indicated. 

55.1  Impact  attenuation. 

55.1.1  With  respect  to  helmets  man¬ 
ufactured  from  March  1, 1973,  to  August 
31, 1974,  when  an  impact  attenuation  test 
is  conducted  in  accordance  with  S7.2,  all 
of  the  following  requirements  shall  be 
met: 

(a)  Peak  accelerations  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  400  g.; 

(b)  Accelerations  in  excess  of  200  g. 
shall  not  exceed  a  cumulative  duration  of 
2  milliseconds;  and 

(c)  Accelerations  in  excess  of  150  g. 
shall  not  exceed  a  cumulative  duration 
of  4  milliseconds. 

55.1.2  With  respect  to  helmets  man¬ 
ufactured  on  or  after  September  1,  1974, 
when  an  impact  attenuation  test  is  con¬ 
ducted  in  accordance  with  S7.2,  the  re¬ 


sultant  acceleration  shall  be  such  that  the 
expression 

where  a  is  the  resultant  acceleration  ex¬ 
pressed  as  a  multiple  of  g  (the  accelera¬ 
tion  of  gravity),  and  ti  and  U  are  any 
two  points  in  time  during  the  crash,  shall 
not  exceed  1,000, 

55.2  Penetration.  When  a  penetration 
test  is  conducted  in  accordance  with 
S7.3,  the  striker  shall  not  contact  the 
surface  of  the  test  headform,  and  no 
indentation  on  the  outer  surface  of  the 
test  headform  greater  than  0.04  inch 
shall  occur. 

55.3  Retention  system.  When  tested 
in  accordance  with  S7.4,  the  retention 
system  or  its  attachments  shall  not 
separate,  the  specified  loads  shall  be 
attained,  and  the  chin  strap  assembly 
shall  not  move  more  than  1  inch  meas¬ 
ured  between  preload  and  ultimate  test 
load  position.  Where  the  retention  system 
consists  of  more  than  one  strap  or  attach¬ 
ment  device,  each  strap  or  attachment 
device  shall  independently  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  S5.3. 

55.4  Configuration.  Each  helmet  shall 
provide  a  continuous  protective  surface 
at  all  points  on  or  above  the  test  line 
described  in  S6.1.2.  The  helmet  shall  pro¬ 
vide  peripheral  vision  clearance  of  at 
least  105°  to  each  side  of  the  mid-sagittal 
plane,  when  the  helmet  is  adjusted  as 
specified  in  S6.1.  The  vertex  of  these 
angles,  shown  in  Figure  3,  shall  be  at  the 
front  of  the  reference  headform  at  the 
intersection  of  the  mid-sagittal  and  basic 
planes.  The  brow  opening  of  the  helmet 
shall  be  at  least  1  inch  above  all  points 
in  the  basic  plane  that  are  within  the 
angles  of  peripheral  vision  (see  Figure 
3). 

55.5  Projections.  The  helmet  shall 
have  no  incompressible  projections 
either  inside  or  outside  the  shell  that  pro¬ 
trude  more  than  0.19  inch. 

55.6  Labeling.  Each  helmet  shall  be 
permanently  and  legibly  labeled,  in  a 
manner  such  that  the  label  can  be 
easily  read  without  removing  padding  or 
any  other  permanent  part,  with  the 
following: 

(1)  Name  of  manufacturer. 

(2)  Model  designation. 

(3)  Size. 

(4)  Month  and  year  of  manufacture. 
This  may  be  spelled  out  (e.g.,  June  1974) , 
or  expressed  in  numerals  (e.g.,  6/74). 

(5)  The  symbol  DOT,  or  the  statement 
that  the  helmet  conforms  to  applicable 
Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standards. 

(6)  Instructions  to  purchaser  as 
follows: 

SbeU  and  Liner  Constructed  of  (identity 
type  of  materials) . 

Shell  Can  Be  Seriously  Damaged  by  Some 
Common  Substances  Without  Damage  Being 
Visible  to  the  User.  Apply  Only  the  Following 
to  the  Shell: 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  37,  NO.  98— FRIDAY,  MAY  19,  1972 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


10081 


(Recommend  cleaning  agents,  paints,  ad¬ 
hesives,  etc.,  as  appropriate.)  Make  no  Modi¬ 
fications.  Fasten  Helmet  Securely.  If  Helmet 
Experiences  a  Severe  Blow.  Return  It  to  the 
Manufacturer  for  Inspection,  or  Destroy  and 
Replace  it. 

S5.7  Each  manufacturer  of  helmets 
shall  establish  a  helmet  positioning  index 
for  each  helmet  that  he  manufactures. 
The  index  shall  be  furnished  immedi¬ 
ately  to  any  person  who  requests  the  in¬ 
formation,  with  respect  to  a  helmet 
identified  by  model  designation  and  size. 

S6.  Preliminary  test  procedures.  Be¬ 
fore  subjecting  a  helmet  to  the  test  series, 
prepare  it  according  to  the  following  pro¬ 
cedure. 

56.1  Reference  marking.  Place  the 
complete  helmet  to  be  tested  on  a  refer¬ 
ence  headform  of  the  largest  size  speci¬ 
fied  in  Appendix  I  whose  circumference 
is  not  greater  than  the  internal  circum¬ 
ference  of  the  headband,  or  correspond¬ 
ing  interior  surface,  of  the  helmet  when 
adjusted  to  its  largest  setting. 

56.1.1  Center  the  helmet  laterally, 
and  position  it  vertically  in  accordance 
with  its  helmet  positioning  index. 

56.1.2  Draw  a  line  (hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  “test  line”)  on  the  outer  sur¬ 
face  of  the  helmet  coinciding  with  por¬ 
tions  of  the  intersection  of  that  surface 
with  the  following  planes,  as  shown  in 
Figure  2: 

(a)  The  reference  plane  of  the  refer¬ 
ence  headform; 

(b)  A  vertical  transverse  plane  2.5 
inches  behind  the  location  of  the  cen¬ 
ter  of  the  external  ear  opening  in  a  side 
view;  and 

(c)  The  basic  plane  of  the  reference 
headform. 

56.2  Helmet  positioning.  Prior  to  each 
test,  fix  the  helmet  on  a  test  headform 
so  that  the  upper  portion  of  the  test  line 
coincides  with  the  reference  plane  of 
the  test  headform.  Secure  the  helmet  so 
that  it  does  not  shift  position  prior  to  im¬ 
pact  during  testing. 

S6.2.1  In  testing  as  specified  in  S7.2 
and  S7.3  place  the  retention  system  in 
a  position  such  that  it  does  not  interfere 
with  free  fall,  impact,  or  penetration. 

56.3  Conditioning.  Immediately  prior 
to  the  testing  sequence  specified  in  S7.2, 
S7.3,  and  S7.4,  condition  the  helmet  in 
accordance  with  any  one  of  the  following 
procedures : 

(a)  Low  temperature.  Expose  to  a  tem¬ 
perature  of  —20°  F.  for  24  hours. 

(b)  High  temperature.  Expose  to  a 
temperature  of  122°  F.  for  24  hours. 

(c)  Water  immersion.  Immerse  in 
water  at  a  temperature  of  77*  F.  for  24 
hours. 


(d)  Ambient  conditions.  Expose  to  a 
temperature  of  70*  F.  and  a  relative 
humidity  of  50  percent  for  24  hours. 

If,  during  testing,  the  time  out  of  the 
conditioning  environment  exceeds  5 
minutes,  return  the  sample  to  the  condi¬ 
tioning  environment  for  a  minimum  of 
3  minutes  for  each  minute  out  of  the 
conditioning  environment  or  24  hours, 
whichever  is  less,  prior  to  resumption 
of  testing. 

S7.  Test  conditions. 

57.1  General. 

57.1.1  Reference  headforms  conform 
to  the  dimensions  specified  in  Appen¬ 
dix  I. 

57.1.2  Test  headforms  conform  to  the 
dimensions  of  the  corresponding  refer¬ 
ence  headform  for  all  surface  areas  above 
the  basic  plane. 

57.2  Impact  attentuation  test. 

57.2.1  Impact  attentuation  is  meas¬ 
ured  by  determining  acceleration  impart¬ 
ed  to  an  instrumented  test  headform  on 
which  a  complete  helmet  is  mounted  as 
specified  in  S6.2,  when  it  is  dropped  in 
guided  free  fall  upon  fixed  hemispherical 
and  flat  steel  anvils. 

57.2.2  Each  helmet  is  impacted  at 
four  sites  with  two  successive  identical 
impacts  at  each  site.  Two  of  these  sites 
are  impacted  upon  a  flat  steel  anvil  and 
two  upon  a  hemispherical  steel  anvil 
specified  in  S8.  The  impact  sites  are  at 
any  point  on  the  area  above  the  test  line 
and  separated  by  a  distance  not  less  than 
one-sixth  of  the  circumference  of  the 
helmet  at  the  test  line. 

57.2.3  The  vertical  drop  heights  for 
the  helmet  and  test  headform  combina¬ 
tion  onto  the  hemispherical  anvil  and 
flat  anvil  are  54.5  inches  and  72  inches, 
respectively. 

57.2.4  Test  headforms  for  impact  at¬ 
tenuation  testing  are  constructed  of 
magnesium  alloy  (K-1A),  and  exhibit  no 
resonant  frequencies  below  3,000  HZ. 

57.2.5  Weight  of  the  drop  assembly 
as  specified  in  Appendix  I  is  the  combined 
weight  of  the  test  headform  and  support¬ 
ing  assembly  for  drop  test.  The  weight 
of  the  supporting  assembly  does  not 
comprise  over  10  percent  of  this  weight. 
The  center  of  gravity  of  the  combined 
headform  and  supporting  assembly  is 
located  as  specified  in  Appendix  I. 

57.2.6  The  acceleration  transducer  is 
mounted  at  the  center  of  gravity  of  the 
test  headform  and  supporting  assembly 
with  the  sensitive  axis  aligned  to  within 
5°  of  true  vertical  when  the  headform 
is  in  the  impact  position.  The  accelera¬ 
tion  data  channel,  including  all  instru¬ 
mentation  from  and  including  the 
acceleration  transducer  up  to  and 


including  any  analysis  and  recording 
procedures  that  may  alter  the  frequency 
content  of  the  data,  shall  comply  with 
SAE  Recommended  Practice  J  211  re¬ 
quirements  for  channel  class  1,000. 

57.2.7  The  flat  anvil  is  constructed  of 
steel  with  a  5-inch  diameter  impact  face, 
at  least  1.5  inches  in  thickness,  and  is  se¬ 
cured  to  a  rigid  surface. 

57.2.8  The  hemispherical  anvil  is 
constructed  of  steel  with  a  1.9-inch 
radius  impact  face,  and  is  secured  to  a 
rigid  surface. 

S7.3  Penetration  test. 

57.3.1  The  penetration  test  is  con¬ 

ducted  by  dropping  the  penetration  test 
striker  in  guided  fall  with  its  axis 
aligned  vertically  onto  the  outer  surface 
of  the  helmet  anywhere  above  the  test 
line.  ' 

57.3.2  Two  penetration  blows  are  ap¬ 
plied  at  least  3  inches  apart,  and  at  least 
3  inches  from  center  of  any  impacts  ap¬ 
plied  during  the  impact  attenuation  test. 

57.3.3  The  height  of  the  free  fall  is 

118.1  inches,  as  measured  from  the 
striker  point  to  the  outer  surface  of  the 
mounted  helmet. 

57.3.4  The  weight  of  the  penetration 
striker  is  6  pounds,  10  ounces. 

57.3.5  The  point  of  the  striker  has 
an  included  angle  of  60°,  a  cone  height  of 

1.5  inches,  a  tip  radius  of  0.019  inch 
(standard  0.5  millimeter  radius)  and  a 
minimum  hardness  of  60  Rockwell, 
C-scale. 

S7.4  Retention  system  test. 

57.4.1  The  test  headform  is  modified 
to  include  a  device  representing  the  jaw¬ 
bone  structure,  as  shown  in  Figure  4. 

57.4.2  The  helmet  is  placed  upon  a 
test  headform  in  the  manner  described 
in  S6.2,  and  the  retention  system  is  fas¬ 
tened  about  the  jawbone  device  as  it  is 
designed  to  be  used  to  hold  the  helmet  in 
place.  The  helmet  is  supported  on  the 
headform  so  that  the  points  of  attach¬ 
ment  of  the  chinstrap  to  the  helmet  are 
subjected  to  the  same  loads  as  the  strap. 

57.4.3  A  50-pound  preload  that  is 
normal  to  the  basic  plane  of  the  test 
headform  is  applied  vertically  at  the 
midpoint  of  the  retention  system  for  30 
seconds,  then  an  additional  250-pound 
load  is  applied  in  the  same  manner  at 
the  same  point  for  2  minutes.  The  in¬ 
crease  of  the  distance  from  the  extremity 
of  the  retention  system  to  the  crown  of 
the  helmet,  between  preload  and  load,  is 
measured. 

57.4.4  Nothing  contacts  the  retention 
systems  while  applying  the  loads  except 
the  attachment  points  of  the  helmet  and 
the  loading  device. 
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TEST  HEADFORM 


FREELY  MOVING  ROLLERS 
REPRESENTING  BONY  SEC¬ 
TION  OF  THE  LOWER  JAW 
MOUNTED  ON  FIXTURE; 
DIAMETER  OF  EACH  ROLLER: 
.5  IN;  CENTER-TO- CENTER 
SEPERATION:  3  IN. 


RETENTION  ASSEMBLY 


APPLICATION  OF 
VERTICAL  TENSILE 
T  OAD 


TYPICAL  RETENTION  SYSTEM 
TEST  FIXTURE 


Figure  4 


Appendix 

DIMENSIONS  FOR  REFERENCE  AND  TEST  HEADFORM 
SIZING 

Glossary  of  Terms  Used  in  Illustrations 

Anterior — the  front  part,  or  pertaining  to 
the  front  part,  of  the  body. 

Brow  ridge — the  bony  protrusion  above  the 
eye  socket. 

Bi — Indicating,  usually,  the  distance  from 
a  point  on  the  right  side  to  the  same  point  on 
the  left  side,  eg.,  bitragion  t  rag  ion  to 
tragion. 

Gabella — the  most  forward  point  in  the 
midline  between  the  brow  ridges. 

Gonion — the  most  lateral  point  at  the 
angle  (gonial  angle)  formed  by  the  intersec¬ 
tion  of  the  back  edge  of  the  vertical  portion 
of  the  Jaw  with  the  bottom  edge  of  the  Jaw. 

Inion — a  small  bump  often  found  at  the 
rearmost  part  of  the  head. 

Mandible — the  lower  Jaw. 

Menton — the  point  at  the  lower  surface  of 
the  tip  of  the  chin  in  the  mid-sagittal  plane. 

Nasal  root — the  area  of  greatest  indenta¬ 
tion  where  the  nose  meets  the  forehead. 

Nasal  TOor _ xtoeoSHRDLU 

Occipital  region — the  back  of  the  head. 

Submandibular — under  the  mandible  or 
lower  Jaw. 


Tragion — a  point  located,  approximately,  at 
the  upper  edge  of  the  ear  hole.  More  precisely, 
the  point  at  the  notch  Just  above  the  tragus. 

Tragus — the  small  cartilaginous  flap  in 
front  of  the  ear  hole. 

Vertex — the  highest  point  on  the  head. 


Principal  Dimensions  for  Reference  and  Test 
Ueadfokm  Sizing 


Sire:  (Dimension  ') 

A 

B 

c 

1.  Head  circumference . 

21.35 

22.75 

23.65 

2.  Head  length. . . . 

7.50 

7.85 

8.  10 

3.  Head  breadth . . . 

6.86 

6. 10 

6.30 

4.  Rlgonial  diameter . 

4.  15 

4.30 

4  40 

5.  Bitragion  diameter . . 

6. 40 

5.65 

6.80 

6.  Face  length _ _ 

4.55 

4.65 

4.75 

7.  Head  height _ 

4,06 

6.15 

5.26 

8.  Tragion  to  wall... . 

3.00 

4.05 

4.20 

o.  Sagittal  arc . 

11.56 

15.20 

15.65 

10.  Bitragion — coronal  arc . 

13. 45 

13. 00 

14.25 

11.  Bitragion— submandibular 

arc . 

11.60 

12.  20 

12.60 

12.  Bitragion-  lnlon  are . . . 

11.20 

11,70 

12. 10 

13.  Vertical  C.G.  location  » _ 

3.17 

3  40 

3.54 

14.  Horizonal  C.G.  location  *.  . 

3.50 

3.82 

3.07 

15.  Distance  between  basic 

plane  and  reference  plane. 

2.21 

2.36 

2.4* 

Weight— lbs.*... . 

0. 21 

11.00 

12.32 

1  All  values  in  inches. 

1  Assumes  supporting  assembly  for  drop  test  is  at¬ 
tached  with  weight  10  percent  of  total  weight. 
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FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

l  18  CFR  Ch.  1 1 

[Docket  No.  Rr-438] 

DEVELOPMENT  OF  FULLY  AUTO¬ 
MATED  COMPUTER  REGULATORY 

INFORMATION  SYSTEM 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Time 

May  11, 1972. 

The  American  Gas  Association,  the 
Independent  Natural  Gas  Association  of 
America,  the  Edison  Electric  Institute 
and  Southern  California  Edison  Co., 
have  filed  requests  for  an  extension  of 
time  within  which  to  file  comments  in 
the  above-designated  matter. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  time  is  extended  to  and 
including  July  14,  1972,  within  which 
comments  may  be  filed. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary . 

[FR  Doc.72-7602  Filed  5-18-72;8:47  am] 


SELECTIVE  SERVICE  SYSTEM 

[  32  CFR  Pari  1632  ] 

ENLISTMENT  OF  REGISTRANTS 
ORDERED  FOR  INDUCTION 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Pursuant  to  the  Military  Selective 
Service  Act,  as  amended  (50  U.S.  Code 
App.,  sec.  451  et  seq.),  and  Executive 
Order  No.  11623  dated  October  12,  1971, 
the  Director  of  Selective  Service  hereby 
gives  public  notice  that  consideration  is 
being  given  to  the  following  proposed 
amendment  to  the  Selective  Service 
Regulations  constituting  a  portion  of 
Chapter  XVI  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations.  These  regulations  implement 
the  Military  Selective  Service  Act,  as 
amended  (50  U.S.  Code  App.,  sec.  451 
et  seq.). 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  views 
to  the  Director  on  the  proposal  should 
prepare  them  in  writing  and  mail  them 
to  the  General  Counsel,  National  Head¬ 
quarters,  Selective  Service  System,  1724 
F  Street  NW„  Washington,  DC  20435, 
within  30  days  following  the  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  proposed  amendment  follows: 


Section  1632.12  Is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1632.12  Enlistment  of  registrants  or¬ 
dered  for  induction. 

Whenever  a  local  board  receives  a  No¬ 
tification  of  Entry  into  Active  Military 
Service  (DD  Form  53)  or  a  Record  of 
Military  Status  of  Registrant  (DD  Form 
44)  evidencing  that  one  of  its  regis¬ 
trants  to  whom  an  induction  order  has 
been  issued  has  been  enlisted  or  ap¬ 
pointed  after  June  30,  1972,  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States,  in¬ 
cluding  the  reserve  components  thereof, 
and  the  date  of  enlistment  or  appoint¬ 
ment  is  at  least  10  days  prior  to  his 
scheduled  reporting  date  for  induction 
it  shall  reopen  his  classification  and 
classify  him  anew.  A  registrant  who  be¬ 
comes  a  member  of  a  reserve  component 
and  fails  to  serve  satisfactorily  during 
his  obligated  period  of  service  therein 
may  be  inducted  in  accord  with  S  1631.7 
of  this  chapter. 

Byron  V.  Pepitone, 
Acting  Director. 

May  16, 1972. 

]FR  Doc.72-7614  Filed  5-18-72;8:48  am] 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

[  38  CFR  Part  9  ] 

IMPROPER  PRACTICE  UNDER  SERV¬ 
ICEMEN’S  GROUP  LIFE  INSURANCE 

Notice  of  Proposed  Regulatory 
Development 

Section  9.28,  Title  38,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  outlines  the  criteria  for  re¬ 
insurers  and  converters  under  the  Serv¬ 
icemen’s  Group  Life  Insurance  program. 
Paragraph  (d)  (3)  of  this  section  lists 
various  activities  that  are  deemed  im¬ 
proper  practices.  It  is  proposed  to  add 
subdivision  (vi)  to  this  paragraph  to 
provide  that  it  will  be  considered  an  im¬ 
proper  practice  for  an  agent  or  any  other 
representative  of  a  company  to  make 
written  or  oral  references  to  Service¬ 
men’s  Group  Life  Insurance  or  the  con¬ 
version  of  it  to  a  veteran  when  attempt¬ 
ing  to  sell  him  an  individual  policy  of 
insurance  when  in  fact  the  policy  being 
sold  is  not  a  conversion  policy  or 
related  to  Servicemen’s  Group  Life 
Insurance. 


Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  regarding  the  proposal  to 
the  Administrator  of  Veterans  Affairs 
(232H) ,  Veterans  Administration,  810 
Vermont  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20420.  All  relevant  material  received  not 
later  than  30  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will 
be  considered.  All  written  comments  re¬ 
ceived  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  above  address  only  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
Monday  through  Friday  (except  holi¬ 
days),  during  the  mentioned  30-day 
period  and  for  10  days  thereafter.  Any 
person  visiting  Central  Office  for  the 
purpose  of  inspecting  any  such  com¬ 
ments  will  be  received  by  the  Central 
Office  Veterans  Assistance  Unit  in  room 
132.  Such  visitors  to  any  VA  field  station 
will  be  informed  that  the  records  are 
available  for  inspection  only  in  Central 
Office  and  furnished  the  address  and  the 
above  room  number. 

Notice  is  also  given  that  it  is  proposed 
to  make  the  proposed  regulation,  if 
adopted,  effective  upon  the  date  of 
approval. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  section  9.28 
of  Part  9,  Chapter  I,  Title  38,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  by  adding  subdivi¬ 
sion  (vi)  to  paragraph  (d)(3)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  9.28  Criteria  for  reinsurers  and  con- 
verlers. 

•  •  t  » 

(d)  *  *  * 

(3)  •  •  * 

(vi)  The  use  of  written  or  oral  refer¬ 
ences  to  Servicemen’s  Group  Life  Insur¬ 
ance  or  conversions  of  Servicemen’s 
Group  Life  Insurance  in  connection  with 
the  attempted  sale  of  an  insurance  pol¬ 
icy  which  would  not  be,  in  fact,  a  con¬ 
version  policy  or  a  policy  issued  in  lieu 
of  a  conversion,  if  those  references  might 
lead  a  person  addressed  to  believe  there 
is  a  connection  between  the  policy  being 
sold  and  coverage  under  Servicemen’s 
Group  Life  Insurance  or  a  conversion 
of  it. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Approved:  May  12,  1972. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator. 

[seal]  •  Rufus  H.  Wilson, 

Associate  Deputy  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.72-7616  Filed  6-18-72;8:48  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE 
TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 

CERTAIN  ELECTRONIC  PRODUCTS 
FROM  JAPAN 

Notice  of  Countervailing  Duty 
Proceedings 

Information  has  been  received  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  provisions  of  S  16.24(b)  of  the 
Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR  16.24(b)) 
which  raises  a  question  as  to  whether 
certain  payments,  bestowals,  rebates,  or 
refunds  granted  by  the  Government  of 
Japan  upon  the  manufacture,  produc¬ 
tion,  or  exportation  of  certain  consumer 
electronic  products  constitute  the  pay¬ 
ment  or  bestowal  of  a  bounty  or  grant, 
directly  or  indirectly,  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  section  303  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930  (19  U.S.C.  1303),  upon  the  manu¬ 
facture,  production,  or  exportation  of  the 
merchandise  to  which  the  payments,  be¬ 
stowals,  rebates  or  refunds  apply.  A  list 
of  these  products  is  provided  in  Appendix 
A  below. 

The  approximate  amount  of  the  pay¬ 
ments,  bestowals,  rebates,  or  refunds  ap¬ 
plicable  to  certain  consumer  electronic 
products  from  Japan  has  not  yet  been 
ascertained. 

After  the  expiration  of  the  time  limits 
set  forth  in  this  notice,  a  determination 
will  be  made  whether  a  bounty  or  grant 
is  being  paid  or  bestowed  in  connection 
with  any  such  manufacture,  production, 
or  export.  If  it  is  determined  that  a 
bounty  or  grant  is  being  paid  or  be¬ 
stowed,  an  appropriate  countervailing 
duty  order  will  be  issued  and  published 
in  accordance  with  §  16.24  of  the  Cus¬ 
toms  Regulations  (19  CFR  16.24). 

Before  a  determination  is  made,  con¬ 
sideration  will  be  given  to  any  relevant 
data,  views,  or  arguments  submitted  in 
writing  with  respect  to  the  existence  or 
nonexistence,  and  the  net  amount  of  a 
bounty  or  grant.  Submissions  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Commissioner  of  Cus¬ 
toms,  2100  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20226,  in  time  to  be  received  by  his 
office  not  later  than  30  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
§  16.24(d)  of  the  Customs  Regulations 
(19  CFR  16.24(d)). 

[seal]  Leonard  Lehman,. 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  May  17, 1972. 

Eugene  T.  Rossides, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 


Notices 

Appendix  A 

Television  Receivers. 

Radio  Receivers. 

Radio-Phonograph  Combinations. 

Radio -Television-Phonograph  Combinations. 
Radio /Tape  Recorder  Combinations. 

Tape  Players. 

Record  Players  and  Phonographs  complete 
with  amplifiers  and  speakers. 

Tape  .recorders. 

[PR  Doc.72-7714  Filed  5-18-72;9:41  am] 


Internal  Revenue  Service 

[SPrice  Commission  Ruling  1972-178] 

RjlNT  INCREASE  LESS  THAN  $1 
BASjiD  ON  CAPITAL  IMPROVEMENT 

|  Price  Commission  Ruling 

FaSts.  During  February  of  1972,  a 
clubljouse  is  constructed  on  the  grounds 
of  a  Complex  for  the  use  of  all  residents. 
The  lessor  increased  the  monthly  rent 
of  all  the  residences  in  the  complex  by 
an  amount  equal  to  IV2  percent  of  the 
cost  bf  the  capital  improvement  alloca¬ 
ble  tt>  each  residence.  Due  to  the  large 
number  of  residences  in  the  complex  the 
amount  of  the  increase  is  less  than  $1 
per  dionth. 

/ssjue.  Is  the  increase  in  the  monthly 
rent; of  the  residences  of  less  than  $1 
per  rjionth  allowable  under  the  new  rent 
regulations  (6  CFR  Part  301,  §  301.103, 
36  F.|r.  25389,  December  30,  1971)  ? 

Ruling.  The  monthly  rent  of  a  resi¬ 
dency  may  be  increased  over  the  base 
rent  i  by  not  more  than  IV2  percent  of 
the  part  of  the  cost  of  the  capital  im¬ 
provement  allocable  to  the  residence;  6 
CFR!  301.103(b)  36  F.R.  25387  (Decem¬ 
ber  10,  1971).  Increases  of  less  than  $1 
per  nonth  in  the  monthly  rent  of  a 
residence  over  the  base  rent  due  to  a 
capital  improvement  are  generally  pro¬ 
hibited  by  5  301.103(b),  even  if  the  in¬ 
crease  is  less  than  IV2  percent  of  the 
part  of  cost  of  the  capital  improvement 
alloc  ible  to  the  residence.  However,  in 
those  cases  in  which  a  substantial  capi¬ 
tal  inprovement  has  been  made  which 
direc  tly  benefits  all  residences  in  a  build¬ 
ing  pr  complex  taken  as  a  whole,  in¬ 
creases  of  less  than  $1  per  month  are 
allowable;  6  CFR  301.103(b)  36  FH. 
25387  (December  30,  1971).  Since  the 
clubhouse  directly  benefits  all  the  resi¬ 
dencies  in  the  complex,  the  increase  in 
the  monthly  rent  over  the  base  rent  of 
less  than  $1  per  month  is  allowable. 


This  ruling  has  been  approved  by 
the  General  Counsel  of  the  Price 
Commission. 

Dated:  May  16,  1972. 

Lee  H.  Henkel,  Jr., 

Acting  Chief  Counsel, 
Internal  Revenue  Service. 

Approved:  May  16,  1972. 

Samuel  R.  Pierce,  Jr., 

General  Counsel. 

Department  of  the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.72-7611  Filed  5-18-72;8:48  am] 


[Price  Commission  Ruling  1972-177] 

MAINTENANCE  OF  CUSTOMARY 

PERCENTAGE  MARKUPS  IN  RETAIL 

MEAT  PRICING 

Price  Commission  Ruling 

Facts.  Retail  Firms  A,  B,  and  C  buy 
meat  in  bulk,  perform  cutting  opera¬ 
tions,  and  sell  the  meat  in  cuts  to  the 
public.  A  purchases  beef  carcasses.  B 
purchases  beef  front  quarters,  and  C 
purchases  pork  sections. 

Past  pricing  practice.  A,  B,  and  C  have 
customarily  had  the  following  pricing 
practice.  They  specify  a  weighted  aver¬ 
age  markup  over  cost  to  be  achieved  for 
each  lot  of  beef  carcasses,  front  quarters, 
or  pork  sections  purchased  from  the 
packer.  Each  firm  determines  all  selling 
retail  prices  for  each  cut  from  any  lot 
in  a  series  of  interrelated  calculations  to 
achieve  the  specified  weighted  average 
markup  for  that  lot.  In  other  words,  the 
price  arrived  at  for  any  particular  cut 
depends  upon  the  price  determined  at 
the  same  time  for  all  cuts. 

Results  of  the  pricing  practice:  Firm 
A.  A  achieved  a  weighted  average 
markup  on  the  last  lot  of  carcasses  in 
retail  cuts  sold  prior  to  November  14, 
1971,  of  32  percent.  This  markup  was 
greater  than  the  average  markup 
achieved  for  all  carcasses  cut  and  sold 
during  its  last  fiscal  year  ending  prior  to 
August  15,  1971. 

Firm  B.  B  achieved  a  weighted  average 
markup  for  all  front  quarters  cut  and 
sold  during  its  last  fiscal  year  ending 
prior  to  August  15,  1971,  of  32  percent. 
This  markup  was  greater  than  the  last 
weighted  average  markup  achieved  on 
a  lot  of  front  quarters  sold  prior  to  No¬ 
vember  14,  1971. 

Firm  C.  C  achieved  a  weighted  average 
markup  for  all  sections  sold  in  its  last 
fiscal  year  ending  prior  to  August  15, 
1971,  of  30  percent.  The  last  weighted 
average  markup  C  achieved,  prior  to 
November  14,  1971,  on  a  lot  of  pork  sec¬ 
tions  was  also  30  percent. 

Proposed  pricing  actions.  A  proposes 
to  sell  sirloin  steak  at  $1.89  a  pound  from 
a  lot  of  beef  recently  purchased  even 
though  this  price  will  cause  A’s  average 
markup  to  exceed  30  percent  on  this  lot 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  37,  NO.  98— FRIDAY,  MAY  19,  1972 


10088 


NOTICES 


of  beef.  A  plans  to  make  appropriate 
adjustments  in  later  carcass  purchases 
and  cuttings  so  that  he  will  not  exceed 
his  category  markup  at  the  end  of  the 
year. 

B  priced  rib  roasts  at  $1.50  per  pound 
dining  the  freeze  at  100  percent  over  his 
average  cost  of  75  cents  per  pound  for 
the  finished  quarter.  B  now  wishes  to 
price  rib  roasts  at  $1.60  per  pound  by 
applying  the  same  100  percent  markup 
for  this  cut.  The  result  of  B’s  charging 
$1.60  per  pound  will  be  an  average 
markup  for  the  front  quarters  in  excess 
of  32  percent. 

C  has  previously  purchased  and  priced 
slab  bacon  at  a  25  percent  maximum 
markup  over  cost.  C  now  plans  to  include 
these  slab  bacon  purchases  in  his  pork 
category  and  to  determine  bacon  prices 
along  with  other  pork  cut  prices  in 
order  to  achieve  his  average  markup  of 
30  percent  over  cost  for  pork  sections. 

Issue.  May  A  and  B  charge  the  pro¬ 
posed  prices?  May  C  include  bacon  in 
his  pork  section  category  for  purposes 
of  determining  its  retail  price? 

Ruling.  A  and  B  may  not  charge  the 
proposed  prices.  To  do  so  would  cause 
each  firm  to  exceed  its  limiting  cus¬ 
tomary  initial  percentage  markup.  C 
may  not  place  bacon,  which  was  pre¬ 
viously  priced  (Hi  an  item  basis,  in  a 
category  of  pork  sections  for  pricing 
purposes. 

Firms  A,  B,  and  C  are  all  using  an 
aggregate  system  of  price  determina¬ 
tion.  In  order  to  determine  the  maxi¬ 
mum  allowable  selling  price  for  a  retail 
cut,  such  a  firm  must  first  establish 
its  base  period  maximum  or  limiting 
markup  for  the  meat  category  involved. 
The  firm  may  increase  the  prices  of 
meat  sold  at  retail  as  a  result  of  cost 
increases  only  if  the  selling  price  will 
not  result  in  the  firm’s  exceeding  its 
established  maximum  category  markup. 
The  prices  determined  for  individual 
cuts  within  a  category  must,  therefore, 
be  established  in  such  a  way  that  the 
aggregate  effect  of  these  per  cut  prices 
will  not  result  in  the  firm’s  exceeding  its 
established  category  markup. 

The  maximum  or  limiting  customary 
initial  percentage  markup  under  6  CFR 
300.13,  37  F.R.  284  (Jan.  8,  1972), 
for  a  retailer  who  uses  an  aggregate 
pricing  system  such  as  the  one  used  by  A, 
B  and  C  is  considered  to  be  either  the 
last  average  markup  for  the  category 
applied  prior  to  November  14,  1971,  or 
the  weighted  average  markup  actually 
achieved  in  the  selling  period  for  the 
category  during  the  retailer’s  last  fiscal 
year  raiding  before  August  15,  1971. 
Price  Commission  Ruling  1972-151,  37 
F.R.  8563  (Apr.  28,  1972).  Generally,  a 
retailer  using  such  an  aggregate  pricing 
system  may  select  the  maximum  of 
either  of  these  category  markups  and 
price  merchandise  after  November  13, 
1971,  so  that  the  actual  average  markup 
earned  in  its  shortest  customary  ac¬ 
counting  period  not  to  exceed  a  fiscal 
quarter  does  not  exceed  the  selected 
markup.  However,  those  firms  whose 
customary  practice  has  been  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  prices  of  all  items  within  a 


category  simultaneously  may  never  ex¬ 
ceed  their  maximum  category  markup. 

Firm  A  and  B  each  established  the 
selling  prices  for  all  retail  cuts  from  a 
lot  of  bulk  meat  at  the  same  time.  There¬ 
fore,  A  may  not  set  selling  prices  for  the 
cuts  of  any  lot  which  will  cause  the 
average  markup  for  the  lot  to  exceed  the 
32  percent  average  markup  he  achieved 
on  the  last  lot  sold  before  November  14, 
1971.  B  may  not  set  selling  prices  for  the 
cuts  from  any  lot  now  which  will  cause 
the  average  markup  for  the  lot  to  ex¬ 
ceed  the  32  percent  average  markup  he 
achieved  for  all  lots  sold  during  its  last 
fiscal  year  ending  prior  to  August  15, 
1971. 

C’s  customary  practice  has  been  to 
determine  the  prices  of  bacon  on  an 
item-by-item  basis.  The  limiting  markup 
for  any  item  in  an  item-by-item  pricing 
system  is  the  top  markup  of  the  range 
of  markups  applied  to  that  item  during 
the  firm’s  last  fiscal  year  ending  before 
August  15,  1971,  or  its  last  markup  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  item  before  November  14, 
1971.  Price  Commission  Ruling  1972-152, 
37  F.R.  8562  (April  28,  1972) .  To  permit 
an  item  to  be  shifted  into  a  category 
would  render  this  limitation  ineffectual. 
C  is  thus  not  permitted  to  include  the 
bacon  purchases  now  in  its  pork  sec¬ 
tions  category  for  pricing  purposes. 

This  ruling  has  been  approved  by  the 
General  Counsel  of  the  Price  Com¬ 
mission. 

Dated:  May  16, 1972. 

Lee  H.  Henkel,  Jr., 

Acting  Chief  Counsel, 
Internal  Revenue  Service. 

Approved:  May  16, 1972. 

Samuel  R.  Pierce,  Jr., 

General  Counsel, 

Department  of  the  Treasury. 

| FR  Doc.72-7612  Filed  5-18-72;8:48  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Navy 
NAVAL  PETROLEUM  AND  OIL  SHALE 
RESERVES 

Notice  of  Boundary  Description  of 
Naval  Petroleum  Reserve  No.  4 

The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  by  Acts  of 
Congress  codified  as  10  U.S.C.  sections 
7421-38  is  charged  directly  with  respon¬ 
sibility  for  administering  the  Naval 
Petroleum  and  Oil  Shale  Reserves.  Notice 
is  hereby  given  that,  in  execution  of  this 
authority  and  responsibility,  the  bound¬ 
aries  of  the  Naval  Petroleum  Reserve  in 
Alaska  known  as  Naval  Petroleum  Re¬ 
serve  No.  4  as  designated  originally  by 
Executive  Order  No.  3797-A,  February  27, 
1923,  have  been  corrected  and  redefined 
to  reflect  more  precise  cadastral  and 
geodesic  surveys  of  the  area  and  the 
specific  application  of  the  mandate  of 
the  Executive  order  to  charting  of  the 
boundary  along  the  Arctic  Ocean. 

The  following  described  points,  courses, 
and  descriptions  locate  the  boundaries 


of  Naval  Petroleum  Reserve  No.  4  as 
created  by  Executive  Order  No.  3797-A 
of  February  27,  1923,  and  Acts  of  Con¬ 
gress  related  thereto: 

Commencing  at  the  northwestern  ex¬ 
tremity  of  the  point  of  land  shown  on  the 
maps  of  Alaska  as  Icy  Cape,  approxi¬ 
mate*  latitude  70°19'52"  N.,  longitude 
161°52'41"  W.;  thence  extending  in  a 
true  south  course  to  the  crest  of  the 
range  of  mountains  forming  the  water¬ 
shed  between  the  Noatak  River  and  its 
northern  tributaries  and  the  streams 
flowing  into  the  Arctic  Ocean,  approxi¬ 
mate  latitude  68°31'Q7"  N.,  longitude 
161°52'41"  W.;  thence  eastward  along 
the  crest  of  this  range  of  mountains  to  a 
peak  at  the  head  of  the  northernmost 
of  the  two  eastern  forks  of  Midas  Creek 
(PI.  1.  USGS  Bull.  536)*  at  approximate 
latitude  67°57'54"  N.f  longitude 
155°36'51"  W.;  thence  in  a  true  north 
course  to  a  point  at  the  highest  high- 
water  mark  on  the  right  bank  3  of  the 


1  The  latitude  and  longitude  coordinates 
used  In  this  description  differ  slightly  from 
those  in  the  original  order  because  of  more 
precise  and  accurate  surveys  of  the  area  by 
the  D8.  Geological  Survey  (USGS)  and  the 
Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey. 

*  The  peak  described  by  these  coordinates 
and  identified  on  the  official  map  has  been 
identified  by  actual  onsite  inspection  from 
the  air  and  by  corrected  USGS  data  as  the 
peak  located  on  the  plate  of  the  greatly  re¬ 
duced  map  in  the  referenced  Bulletin. 

3  The  description  of  the  Colville  River 
boundary  in  Executive  Order  3797-A  as  the 
“western  or  right  bank”  presents  a  conflict  in 
terms.  As  the  banks  of  a  river  are  described 
as  “right”  or  “left”  from  the  viewpoint  of 
a  person  facing  downstream,  the  "right” 
bank  of  the  river,  which  flows  in  a  general 
direction  from  south  to  north,  cannot  be 
the  “western”  bank.  This  error  was  recog¬ 
nized  and  corrected  erroneously  by  a  uni¬ 
lateral  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
Public  Land  Order  1621,  Apr.  18.  1958.  pub¬ 
lished  in  23  F.R.  2637.  Public  Land  Order 
1621  substituted  the  description  of  “left'' 
bank.  This  order  was  referenced  and  re¬ 
affirmed  in  Public  Land  Order  2215,  Dec.  6. 
1960,  25  F.R.  12599.  Both  Public  Land  Order 
1621  and  Public  Land  Order  2215  Invoked 
Executive  Order  10355  of  May  26,  1952,  as 
the  basis  for  their  promulgation.  No  prior 
approval  or  concurrence  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  as  required  by  Executive  Order 
10355  was  obtained  as  to  the  effect  of  either 
Public  Land  Order  1621  or  Public  Land  Order 
2215  on  Naval  Petroleum  Reserve  No.  4 
(NPR-4) ,  “land  under  the  administrative 
Jurisdiction”  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
10  U.S.C.  secs.  7421-22.  While  Public  Land 
Order  1621  further  confuses  and  complicates 
the  issue,  it  does  not,  therefore,  authorita¬ 
tively  resolve  the  conflict  in  the  terms.  Ex¬ 
change  of  correspondence  between  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Naval  Petroleum  and  Oil  Shale 
Reserves  and  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior,  discloses  that  the  Solicitor  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  has  concluded 
that  the  Public  Land  Order  1621  interpreta¬ 
tion  of  the  Colville  River  boundary  as  the 
“left”  rather  than  the  “right”  bank  is  not 
supportable  as  a  valid  legal  resolution  of  the 
conflict  in  Executive  Order  3797-A.  Memos, 
Solicitor  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
dated  Dec.  2,  1969,  and  Mar.  3,  1970. 

For  the  following  reasons  the  corrected 
description  is  “right”  bank  and  this  reference 
is  now  promulgated  as  the  correct  delineation 
of  the  boundary.  Particularly  in  the  case  of 
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Colville  River,  approximate  latitude 
68°57'55"  N.,  longitude  155*36'51”  W.; 
thence  following  the  highest  high-water 
mark  downstream  along  the  right  bank 
of  the  Colville  River  to  a  point  on  the 
said  right  bank  at  approximate  latitude 
70°13'52"  N.,  longitude  150°49'22”  W.; 
thence  crossing  the  Colville  River  along 
the  latitude  70“13'52”  N.  to  a  point  at 
approximate  latitude  70°13'52''  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  150°50'11"  W.,  on  the  left  bank  of 
the  most  western  slough  of  the  Colville 
River,  now  identified  as  the  Nechelik 
Channel4;  thence  along  the  left  bank  of 
said  slough  to  the  mean 6  high-water 
mark  on  the  Arctic  Coast  at  a  point 
approximate  latitude  70°25'52"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  151°11'00"  W.;  thence  in  a  north- 
westly  direction  in  a  straight  line  bearing 
approximately  N.  53°20'  W.  for  approxi¬ 
mately  11.65  nautical  miles  to  the  eastern 
side  at  mean  high-water  of  the  eastern¬ 
most  island  east  of  Atigaru  Point  at 
approximate  latitude  70*32 '46”  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  151°39'00”  W.; 

Thence  in  a  northwesterly  direction  in 
a  straight  line  bearing  approximately 
N.  34*50'  W.  for  approximately  18.94 
nautical  miles  to  the  mean  high-water 
mark  on  the  coast  at  or  near  Cape  Hal- 
kett  at  approximate  latitude  70°48'12" 
N.,  longitude  152°11'00”  W.;  thence 

a  meandering  river,  such  as  the  Colville,  use 
of  compass-point  directions  In  describing  the 
river’s  banks  Is  unreliable  and  not  recognized 
as  legally  definitive.  The  survey  leading  to 
the  location  of  NPR-4  In  Executive  Order 
3797— A  was  presumably  conducted  In  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  Manual  of  Instructions  for 
the  Survey  of  Public  Lands  of  the  United 
States,  1930,  the  relevant  chapters  of  which 
were  promulgated  June  16,  1919,  and  In  ef¬ 
fect  at  that  time.  The  Instructions  in  this 
Manual  require  Its  use  by  every  surveyor  en¬ 
gaged  In  the  execution  of  public-land  sur¬ 
veys.  The  Manual  requires  “left-right”  termi¬ 
nology  in  the  description  of  river  banks  and 
states: 

“Proceeding  downstream,  the  bank  on  the 
left  hand  Is  termed  the  left  bank  and  that 
on  the  right  the  right  bank.  These  terms 
will  universally  be  used  to  distinguish  th’e 
two  banks  of  a  river  or  stream.” 

Recognizing  the  term  “right  bank,”  there¬ 
fore,  as  controlling  as  the  officially  prescribed 
term,  the  addition  of  the  word  “western”  Is 
surplusage  and,  being  Inconsistent,  Is  to  be 
disregarded. 

As  a  practical  consideration  it  Is  more 
probable  that  the  Intent  of  Executive  Order 
3797— A  In  locating  NPR-4  was  to  continue 
the  bed  of  the  Colville  River  within  the  re¬ 
serve  where  it  had  Its  origin  and  for  the 
boundary  to  cross  the  river  at  the  beginning 
of  the  sloughs  at  Its  mouth  to  exclude  those 
channels  through  which  the  river  flows  Into 
the  ocean,  rather  than  to  Jump  the  boundary 
across  the  river  at  an  arbitrary  point 
upstream. 

4  The  point  described  as  “the  western  bank 
of  the  most  western  slough”  Is  actually  the 
southern  bank  at  this  point  since  the  chan¬ 
nel  meanders  from  Its  origin  In  a  westerly 
direction  for  3  to  4  miles  before  turning  to  a 
northerly  oourse  to  the  Arctic  Ocean. 

•  "Mean  high-water  mark”  Is  substituted 
for  “highest  high-water  mark”  with  respect 
to  the  ocean  boundary  to  reflect  the  legisla¬ 
tive  determination  of  the  definitions  of 
“coast  line”  In  the  Submerged  Lands  Act 
(Public  Law  83-31,  67  Stat.  29)  as  Interpreted 
by  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  In 
United  States  v.  California,  381  UA.  139 


along  jthe  mean  high-water  mark  of  the 
coast !  to  a  point  at  approximate  lati¬ 
tude  70°53'05"  N.,  longitude  152°46'30" 
W.;  tljience  in  a  arcuate,  point-to-point, 
continuous  line  connecting  and  includ¬ 
ing  tile  ocean  sides  at  the  mean  high- 
water:  mark  of  the  outer  islands  opposite 
Pogikl  Bay  and  including  Pogik  Point  to 
a  poi^it  at  the  mean  high-water  mark 
on  the  coast  at  approximate  latitude 
70*54^36”  N.,  longitude  152°53'51”  W .; 
thencjj  along  the  mean  high-water  mark 
on  thfe  coast  to  Drew  Point  at  approxi¬ 
mate  i  latitude  70°52'30"  N.,  longitude 
153°5*i>'00"  W.;  thence  in  a  northwesterly 
direction  in  a  straight  line  bearing  ap¬ 
proximately  N.  61*15'  W.  for  approxi¬ 
mately  14.09  nautical  miles  to  the  mean 
high-water  mark  of  the  coast  at  or  near 
Cape  Simpson  at  approximate  latitude 
70*59  26”  N..  longitude  154°34'00”  W.; 
thencie  continuing  along  the  mean  high- 
wale  ri  mark  of  the  coast  and  continuing 
in  a  point-to-point  line  connecting  and 
incluijling  the  ocean  sides  at  the  mean 
high -{water  mark  of  the  islands  off  the 
estuajry  of  the  Sinclair  River,  McKay  In¬ 
let,  Fjatigue  Bay,  and  Point  Tangent  to 
the  wpstem  tip  of  Kulgurak  Island  at  ap- 
proxijnate  latitude  70o09'32”  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  il55*05'53”  W.;  thence  in  the  same 
mamjer  in  a  line  along  the  mean  high- 
wateij  mark  of  the  outer  shore  of  the 
group  of  islands  between  Point  Tangent 
and  Point  Barrow,  known  as  the  Plover 
Islands,  to  the  northernmost  point  of 
Points  Barrow  at  approximate  latitude 
71*23r29'  W.;  longitude  156°28'30”  W.; 

Thence  in  a  southwesterly  direction 
along  the  mean  high-water  mark  on  the 
coast!  and  continuing  along  the  ocean 
side  pf  the  point,  sandspits,  and  reefs 

(1965!,  and  The  Louisiana  Boundary  case, 
394  Uj.8.  11  (1969),  and  made  applicable  by 
the  Alaska  Statehood  Act  (Public  Law  85- 
508,  7j2  Stat.  339)  which  retained  title  to  the 
United  States  in  NPR-4  but  otherwise 
granted  to  the  State  of  Alaska  title  to  sub¬ 
merged  lands.  The  difference  along  the  Arc¬ 
tic  coiast  between  “highest  high-water”  and 
“meaiji  high-water”  is  slight  since  the  total 
vertical  tidal  difference  is  recorded  as  no 
more  |than  6  Inches.  It  is  a  fair  Inference  of 
the  indent  of  Congress  in  reserving  title  to 
NPR-4  in  the  United  States  at  the  time  title 
to  adjacent  submerged  lands  was  granted  to 
the  State  that  no  hiatus  or  “no  man’s  land” 
was  intended  but  that  the  boundary  between 
NPR-4  and  State  lands  described  by  refer¬ 
ence  mean  high-water  should  control.  In 
all  ot{her  respects  the  ocean  boundary  is  lo¬ 
cated:  as  in  application  of  the  general  de¬ 
scription  In  Executive  Order  3797-A: 

“Frbm  here,  following  the  highest  high- 
water  mark  westward  to  the  point  of 
beginning. 

“T1  e  coastline  to  be  followed  shall  be  that 
of  the  ocean  side  of  the  sandspits  and  islands 
forming  the  barrier  reefs  and  extending 
across  small  lagoons  from  point  to  point, 
where  such  barrier  reefs  are  not  over  3  miles 
offshore,  except  in  the  case  of  Plover  Islands, 
from  Point  Tangent  to  Point  Barrow  (PI.  3, 
USOS,  P.P.  109),  longitude  approximately 
154*50',  where  it  shall  be  the  highest  high- 
water  mark  on  the  outer  shore  of  the  islands 
forming  the  groups  and  extending  between 
the  most  adjacent  points  of  these  islands 
and  the  sandspits  at  either  end.  In  cases 
where  the  barrier  reef  is  over  3  miles  offshore 
the  boundary  shall  be  the  highest  hlghwater 
mark!  of  the  coast  of  the  mainland.” 


enclosing  the  eastern  side  of  Peard  Bay 
to  a  point  at  approximate  latitude 
70*50'28”  N..  longitude  158*31'54”  W.; 
thence  in  a  northwesterly  direction  in  a 
straight  line  bearing  approximately  N. 
60*50'  W.  to  a  point  on  the  Seahorse 
Islands  at  approximate  latitude  70*52'- 
04”  N.,  longitude  158°40'42”  W.;  thence 
in  a  continuous  line  connecting  and  in¬ 
cluding  the  ocean  side  at  the  mean  high- 
water  mark  of  the  Seahorse  Islands  to 
a  point  at  the  western  end  of  the  Sea¬ 
horse  Islands  at  approximate  latitude 
70*54'43”  N.,  longitude  158°44'50”  W.; 
thence  in  a  straight  line  bearing  approxi¬ 
mately  8.  67*40'  W.  to  Point  Franklin 
at  approximate  latitude  70°54'24”  N., 
longitude  158*47'16”  W.;  thence  in  a 
continuous  line  along  the  ocean  side  at 
the  mean  high-water  mark  of  the  reefs 
and  islands  enclosing  Wainwright  Inlet, 
Kasegaluk  Lagoon,  and  other  lesser 
lagoons,  inlets,  and  estuaries  to  the  point 
of  beginning* 

[seal]  Merlin  H.  Staring, 

Rear  Admiral,  JAGC,  U.S.  Navy, 
Judge  Advocate  General  of  the 
Navy. 

May  5,  1972. 

[FR  Doc.72-7096  Piled  5-18-72; 8: 45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Utah  18809] 

HENRY  MOUNTAINS  RESOURCE 
AREA,  UTAH 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  for 

Protection  of  Present  and  Planned 

Improvements  of  Recreation  Sites 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  Executive 
Order  10355  of  May  26.  1952  (17  F.R. 
4821),  the  UJS.  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  has 
filed  an  application,  Utah  18809,  for  the 
withdrawal  of  29  camping,  picnicking 
and  recreational  sites  within  the  Henry 
Mountain  Resource  Area  in  eastern  Gar¬ 
field  County,  from  all  forms  of  appropri¬ 
ation  or  entry  under  the  public  land  laws, 
including  location  and  entry  under  the 
General  Mining  Laws,  but  not  from  leas¬ 
ing  under  the  Mineral  Leasing  Laws, 
subject  to  valid  existing  rights. 

The  purpose  of  the  withdrawal  is  to 
protect  existing  developments  and  addi¬ 
tional  improvements  planned  for  these 
recreational  sites  by  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  from  future  activity  which 
could  damage,  impair  or  render  the  sites 
unsuitable  for  general  public  enjoyment. 
Use  of  water  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  development  of  these  lands  will 
be  made  in  conformity  with  State  laws 
and  procedures  relating  to  the  control, 

•  The  boundary  as  herein  defined  Is  Illus¬ 
trated  on  a  map  entitled,  “Boundaries  of  Pe¬ 
troleum  Reserve  No.  4,  Alaska  (April  1972),” 
on  file  and  available  for  public  Inspection  In 
the  office  of  the  Director,  Naval  Petroleum 
and  OU  Shale  Reserves,  Room  1024,  Crystal 
Plaza  No.  6,  Arlington,  VA,  Post  Office 
Washington,  DC  20360. 
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appropriation,  use  and  distribution 
thereof. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  State  Di¬ 
rector  for  Utah,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  Post  Office  Box  11505,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  84111.  If  circumstances 
warrant  it,  a  public  hearing  will  be  held 
at  a  convenient  time  and  place,  which 
will  be  announced. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  for  withdrawal  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  A 
separate  notice  will  be  sent  to  each  inter¬ 
ested  party  of  record. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

T.  30  S.,  R.  10  E.,  Lost  Springs,  Sec.  20, 

S %SW J/i NE >4 SE % ,  N>/2NWt4SE>4SE'4,  10 

acres. 

T.  31  S.,  R.  10  E.: 

Bull  Creek,  Sec.  11,  SE&SE&SEK;  Sec.  12. 
NE>4SWt4SW>4.  S'/2SWy4SW>4,  NW'/4 
SE«4SW%,  8V4HE^SWi4;  Sec.  13,  NW',4 
NW%NW!4,  80  acres. 

Lonesome  Beaver,  Sec.  14,  NE  \'4  NE  y4 ,  W>/2 
NE%,  E'/2W V4.  W^Wy2SE%,  320  acres. 

Log  Flat,  Sec.  14.  SW'/4NW«4,  40  acres. 

Star  Flat,  Sec.  18.  NE»4NEV48E%,  SWi/4 
NEliSE'i,  SE  %  NE  l/4  SE  <4 ,  30  acres. 

Granite  Creek,  Sec.  23,  W‘/2SW»4SWV4 
SE>4;  Sec.  26,  E^NEV4NE>4NW»4,  E'/fc 
SE  V4  SE %  SW  y4 ,  15  acres. 

Bull  Creek  Pass,  Sec.  27,  SW>4NW«4  NW',4, 
10  acres. 

McMillan  Spring.  Sec.  31,  lots  1,  2,  NE>4, 
E^NW»4,  310.87  acres. 

Nasty  Flat,  Sec.  33,  NE'4NW',4SW'4,  10 

T.  31  6.,  R.  11  E„  Eagle  City,  Sec.  31,  NW!4 

of  lot  1,  7.74  acres. 

T.  32  S.,  R.  10  E.: 

Copper  Basin,  Sec.  1,  SW  y4  of  lot  4,  10 
acres. 

Birch  Spring,  Sec.  6,  S'/2NE>4SW*4,  20 
acres. 

Slate  Creek,  Sec.  10,  E',2NW',46W>4NE'4, 
SE  >  4  SW  '  4  NW  >  4  NE  V4 .  s  W  >4  SE  >4  NW  V4 

NEV4,  10  acres. 

Airplane  Spring,  Sec.  21,  S'/2SW'4SW'4 
SW'/4,  5  acres. 

Horn  Mountain,  Sec.  22,  NE y4 NW V4 SE !4 , 
NE  y4  SE  %  N  W  %  SE  y4 ,  S'/2NW'/4NW>4 

SE’,4 ,  S  W  i/4  NW  >/4  NE  1/4  SE  >4 ,  SW'/4NE'/4 
SE%,  NW>/48EV4SE14,  E!/2SWi/4SE>4 

SEV4;  Sec.  27,  EV4NW>4NE%NE1,4,  50 
acres. 

Dark  Canyon,  Sec.  26,  SW>/4SWi/4NE'4, 
E^NE^NE^SW^,  NW1/4NW.4SE14,  25 
acres. 

Gibbon  Spring,  Sec.  35,  S >/2 SE >4  NE  * 4  NE 1 4 , 
N‘/iNEV4SEV4NEV4,  10  acres. 

Willow  Spring,  Sec.  35,  E»/2SWV4SW>4SE>4, 
SE  1,4  S w  V4  SE  y4 ,  S  >/2  N E  '4  S W  >4  S E  V4 ,  20 
acres. 

T.  33  S.,  R.  10  E.: 

Turkey  Haven,  Sec.  1,  NW  y4  SW  '4SE 14 ,  10 
acres. 

Pine  Spring,  Sec.  4,  NW14SW14NW14,  10 
acres. 

Straight  Creek,  Sec.  12,  N»/2NE!4SW!4,  20 
acres. 

Browns  Hole,  Sec.  13,  SW14NE14,  40  acres. 

Mud  Springs,  Sec.  24,  SE14SE‘4SE14;  Sec. 
25,  NE  14  NE  14  NE  14 ,  20  acres. 

T.  33  S.,  R.  11  E.: 

Quaking  Aspen  Spring,  Sec.  21,  E '/i NE  14 
SW14NW14,  NE  14 SE  14 SW  14 NW V4 .  NWV4 
SE  V4  NW',4 1  NW  14  S  W 14  SE  %  NW  >/4 ,  20 

acres.  • 

Cass  Peak  Reservoir,  Sec.  31,  SW14NW14 
SE14, 10  acres. 


T.  33  S.,  R.  13  E.,  Hog  Spring,  Sec.  4.  NW',4 
SW14,  8148WV4,  120  acres. 

T.  34  8.,  R.  11E.: 

Indian  Spring,  Sec.  7,  SW'/4SE14,  40  acres. 
Squaw  Spring,  Sec.  8,  SW  14  SW  14 ,  40  acres. 
Star  Spring,  Sec.  13,  8W%8W%;  Sec.  14, 
SEV4;  Sec.  24,  NW',4,  360  acres.  " 

The  areas  described  aggregate  1673.-61 
acres. 

R.  D.  Nielson, 
State  Director. 
[FR  Doc.72-7512  Filed  5-18-72:8:45  am] 


Geological  Survey 

(Power  Site  Cancellation  300] 

GILA  RIVER  BASIN,  ARIZ. 
Power  Site  Cancellation;  Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  72-5348  appearing  at  page 
7009  in  the  issue  of  Friday,  April  7,  1972, 
the  land  description  listed  in  T.  5  S.,  R. 
15  E„  section  8,  EVfeNWft  is  changed  to 
read  N'iNW1/,. 

W.  A.  Radlinski, 
Acting  Director. 

May  12,  1972. 

(FR  Doc.72-7603  Filed  5-18-72:8:47  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

(FES  72-11] 

PROPOSED  PROJECT  TO  DEMON¬ 
STRATE  FEASIBILITY  OF  HYDRAULIC 
BACKFILLING  OF  MINE  VOIDS, 
SCRANTON,  PA. 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  Department 
of  the  Interior,  prepared  a  draft  environ¬ 
mental  statement  concerning  the  con¬ 
duct  of  a  demonstration  project  to  test 
the  feasibility  of  the  Dowell  hydraulic 
slurry  injection  process  for  backfilling 
mine  voids.  Written  comments  were  in¬ 
vited  for  a  period  of  30  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  the  original  notice 
on  February  29,  1972.  However,  all  com¬ 
ments  received  from  interested  Federal, 
State,  and  county  authorities  and  the 
public  on  or  before  April  14,  1972,  were 
incorporated  into  a  final  statement. 

The  proposed  project  involves  crush¬ 
ing  and  injection  of  300,000  cubic  yards 
of  coal  mine  refuse  in  a  water  slurry  into 
flooded  and  dry  abandoned  mine  voids 
in  the  Clark  and  New  County  coalbeds 
beneath  a  20-acre  subsidence  prone  area 
of  the  Green  Ridge  residential  section 
of  Scranton,  Pa.  Sufficient  information 
would  be  developed  to  evaluate  the  eco¬ 
nomic  feasibility  of  the  process  and  to 
identify  any  technical  problems  inherent 
in  this  method  of  backfilling  mine  voids 
to  control  subsidence. 

The  final  statement  has  been  put  on 
file  with  the  Executive  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality,  722  Jackson  Place 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20006.  Single  cop¬ 
ies  of  the  statement  are  available  from: 

Director,  Bureau  of  Mines,  Room  4614,  U  S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D  C.  20240. 


In  requesting  this  document,  please  refer 
to  the  statement  number  above. 

Dated:  May  15, 1972. 

W.  W.  Lyons, 
Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
[FR  Doc.72-7589  Filed  5-18-72:8:46  am] 


WATCHES  AND  WATCH  MOVEMENTS 
Allocation  of  Duty-Free  Quotas  for 
Calendar  Year  1972  Among  Pro¬ 
ducers  Located  in  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands,  Guam,  and  American  Samoa 

Cross  Reference  :  For  a  document  re¬ 
lating  to  the  allocation  of  1972  calendar 
year  quotas  for  duty-free  entry  of 
watches  and  watch  movements  into  the 
customs  territory  of  the  United  States, 
see  F.R.  Doc.  72-7591,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Office  of  the  Secretary,  infra. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
TOBACCO  INSPECTION  AND  PRICE 
SUPPORT  SERVICES 
Notice  of  Change  in  Starting  Hour  of 
Public  Hearing  Regarding  Applica¬ 
tion  for  Additional  Tobacco  Inspec¬ 
tion  and  Price  Support  Services 

Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  May  10,  1972  (37  F.R.  9408  > , 
of  a  public  hearing  to  be  held  upon  the 
application  of  the  Danville,  Va.,  tobacco 
market  for  additional  inspection  and 
price  support  services  to  cover  one  ad¬ 
ditional  sale. 

The  hour  for  beginning  the  hearing 
on  May  23  is  changed  at  the  request  of 
the  applicant  from  9:30  a.m.,  e.d.t.,  to 
2  p.m.,  e.d.t. 

The  application  is  as  follows: 

Danville  Tobacco  Association,  Dan¬ 
ville,  Va.,  by  W.  N.  Terry,  Jr.,  President, 
and  Charles  K.  Waddell,  Secretary  and 
Treasurer.  The  hearing  upon  this  appli¬ 
cation  will  be  held  May  23,  1972,  in  the 
Federal  Courtroom,  U.S.  Post  Office 
Building,  Danville,  Va.,  beginning  at  2 
p.m.,  e.d.t. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  16th 
day  of  May,  1972. 

Richard  E.  Lyng, 
Assistant  Secretary. 
(FR  Doc.72-7621  Filed  5-18-72:8:49  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Maritime  Administration 
CONSTRUCTION  OF  TANKERS 
Notice  of  Intent  Regarding 
Computation  of  Foreign  Cost 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  intent  of 
the  Maritime  Subsidy  Board  to  compute 
the  estimated  foreign  costs  of  the  con¬ 
struction  of  tankers  of  about  35,000 
DWT  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  502(b)  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1936,  as  amended. 
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Any  person,  firm  or  corporation  having 
any  interest  (within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  502(b))  in  such  computations  may 
file  written  statements  by  the  close  of 
business  on  June  1,  1972,  with  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Maritime  Subsidy  Board,  Mari¬ 
time  Administration,  Room  3099B,  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce  Building,  14th 
and  E  Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20235. 

Dated:  May  16, 1972. 

By  order  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board,  Maritime  Administration. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.72-7635  Filed  5-18-72;8:50  amj 


Office  of  Import  Programs 
UNIVERSITY  OF  WASHINGTON  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Applications  for  Duty-Free 
Entry  of  Scientific  Articles 

The  following  are  notices  of  the  re¬ 
ceipt  of  applications  for  duty-free  entry 
of  scientific  articles  pursuant  to  section 
6(c)  of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Public  Law  89-651;  80  Stat.  897). 
Interested  persons  may  present  their 
views  with  respect  to  the  question  of 
whether  an  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  for  which  the  article  is  intended 
to  be  used  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States.  Such  comments  must  be 
filed  in  triplicate  with  the  Director,  Spe¬ 
cial  Import  Programs  Division,  Office  of 
Import  Programs,  Washington,  D.C. 
20230,  within  20  calendar  days  after  the 
date  on  which  this  notice  of  application 
is  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Amended  regulations  issued  under 
cited  Act,  as  published  in  the  February 
24,  1972,  issue  of  the  Federal  Register, 
prescribe  the  requirements  applicable  to 
comments. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  on  file, 
and  may  be  examined  during  ordinary 
Commerce  Department  business  hours 
at  the  Special  Import  Programs  Division, 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Docket  No.  72-00486-81-17500.  Appli¬ 
cant:  University  of  Washington,  CR- 
Physical  Ocean,  Oceanography  Depart¬ 
ment,  Seattle,  Wash.  98195.  Article:  Two 
(2)  recording  current  meters,  Model  4. 
Manufacturer:  Ivar  Aanderaa,  Norway. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  in  detailed  studies 
of  the  interaction  of  the  deep  Arctic 
basin  water  with  the  peripheries,  includ¬ 
ing  that  portion  of  the  Canadian  basin 
subtending  the  section  from  Amundsen 
Gulf  on  the  east  to  Wrangel  Island  on 
the  west.  Educational  functions  will  be 
served  through  graduate  students  work¬ 
ing  on  various  aspects  of  the  research 
projects.  Application  received  by  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Customs:  April  6,  1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00496-33-90000.  Appli- 
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cant:  University  of  Chicago  (Jones  Lab — 
Room  ,221),  5640  Ellis  Avenue,  Chicago, 
IL  6061)7.  Article:  Rotating  anode  X-ray 
generator,  GX-6.  Manufacturer:  Elliott 
Automatic  Radar  Systems,  Ltd.,  United 
Kingdom.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article!  is  intended  to  be  used  in  studies 
of  biological  macromolecules  related  to 
the  biochemistry  of  genetics  and  cancer 
in  experiments  to  determine  X-ray  crys¬ 
tallographic  structure.  The  article  will 
also  used  for  graduate  training  in  Bio- 
physic^  and  Biochemistry  to  prepare  stu¬ 
dents  jto  carry  out  the  research.  Appli¬ 
cation!  received  by  Commissioner  of  Cus¬ 
toms :;  April  14,  1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00497-01-77030.  Appli¬ 
cant:  jState  University  of  New  York  at 
Buffalo,  c/o  Office  of  Facilities  Planning, 
Equipment  Division,  3258  Main  Street, 
Buffalo,  NY  14214.  Article:  NMR  Spec¬ 
trometer,  Model  JNM-MH— 100.  Manu¬ 
facturer:  JEOL,  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended 
use  of  article:  The  article  is  intended  to 
be  used  for  high-sensitivity  studies  of 
C— 13  sidebands;  structure  elucidation 
studies  of  products  from  photochemical 
and  thermal  reactions  of  aroylaxetidines; 
and  for  high  resolution  spectra  of  smali 
amounts  of  sparingly  soluble  natural 
products  such  as  hirsutic  acid.  The  arti¬ 
cle  will  also  be  used  by  graduate  stu¬ 
dents  for  thesis  research  and  in  four 
undergraduate  courses  in  chemistry.  Ap¬ 
plication  received  by  Commissioner  of 
Customs:  April  14,  1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00502-00-61800.  Appli¬ 
cant:  Central  Florida  Museum  and 
Planetarium,  810  East  Rollins  Avenue 
Orlando,  FL  32803.  Article:  Planetarium 
projectors,  MS-10.  Manufacturer:  Min¬ 
olta  Camera  Co.,  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended 
use  of  article:  The  article  is  intended  to 
be  used  together  with  the  Control  Con¬ 
sole  to  demonstrate  astronomical  phe¬ 
nomena  (related  to  astronomical  and  for 
navigational  sciences  as  the  course  sub¬ 
ject  may  require)  and  also  allow  student 
participation  and  involvement.  The 
courses  and  teacher  training  programs 
in  which  the  article  will  be  used  are: 
Earth  Science,  General  Astronomy, 
Planetarium  Classes:  Grade  1  through 
6,  Enrichment  Classes  in  Astronomy; 
Junior  and  Senior  High,  Astronomy 
Workshops  for  Teachers.  The  National 
Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration 
will  use  the  article  in  the  following 
training  programs:  NASA  Instructor  In¬ 
stitutes,  Celestial  Navigation,  Lunar  His¬ 
tory.  In  addition,  the  following  programs 
are  planned  for  the  general  public: 
Celestial  Navigation,  Principles  of  Stel¬ 
lar  Photography  and  General  Astron¬ 
omy.  Application  received  by  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs:  April  18,  1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00504-01-77030.  Appli¬ 
cant:  The  Pennsylvania  State  Univer¬ 
sity,  Department  of  Chemistry, 
Whitmore  Laboratory,  University  Park, 
Pa.  16802.  Article:  NMR  spectrometer. 
Model  PS-100.  Manufacturer:  JEOL, 
Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  for  phys¬ 
ical,  chemical,  dynamic,  and  structural 
studies  on  organic,  biochemical,  and 
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inorganic  molecules.  The  NMR  studies 
of  ‘H,  “F,  “C,  *P,  TJ,  *H,  and  “N  will  be 
carried  out.  The  studies  to  be  performed 
are: 

( a )  Temperature  dependent  studies  of 
both  Ti  and  T,  for  the  above  nuclei.  This 
includes  180*-y-90*  and  Carr  Purcell 
experiments. 

(b)  Measurement  of  chemical  shifts 
for  the  above  nuclei  as  a  function  of 
temperature. 

(c)  Determination  of  chemical  and 
molecular  dynamic  reaction  rates  as  a 
function  of  temperature. 

(d)  Measurement  of  spin-spin  cou¬ 
pling  constants.  This  indicates  measure¬ 
ment  of  Jc-c  in  natural  abundance. 

(e)  Broadline  NMR  studies  on  solids 
to  determine  linewidth,  line  shapes,  and 
second-moments  as  a  function  of 
temperature. 

(f)  Determination  of  structure  of  mB- 
quantities  of  biologically  active  mole¬ 
cules. 

(g)  Nuclear  Overhauser  studies. 

(h)  Frequency  dependence  of  both 
T,  and  T,  for  H  and  13C. 

The  article  will  also  be  used  to  train 
graduate  students  on  both  FT  and  c.w. 
NMR  spectroscopy.  Application  received 
by  Commissioner  of  Customs:  April  18, 
1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00509-33-46595.  Appli¬ 
cant:  Battelle  Memorial  Institute,  Pa¬ 
cific  Norhwest  Laboratories,  Post  Office 
Box  999,  Richland,  WA  99352.  Article: 
Pyramitome,  LKB  11800.  Manufacturer: 
LKB  Produkter  AB,  Sweden.  Intended 
use  of  article :  The  article  is  intended  to 
be  used  to  prepare  large  sections  of  tis¬ 
sues  from  animals  which  have  been  ex¬ 
posed  to  X-rays  or  have  inhaled  or  been 
injected  with  radioactive  materials.  Ap¬ 
plication  received  by  Commissioner  of 
Customs:  April  18,  1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00510-33-46500.  Appli¬ 
cant:  Iowa  State  University,  Ames,  Iowa 
50010.  Article:  Ultramicrotome,  Model 
LKB  8800A.  Manufacturer:  LKB  Pro¬ 
dukter  AB,  Sweden.  Intended  use  of  ar¬ 
ticle:  The  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
in  studies  of  the  ultrastructure  of  the 
anterior  pituitary  gland,  particularly  of 
the  corticotropes,  in  normal  swine  and 
swine  suffering  from  the  porcine  stress 
syndrome.  In  addition,  the  effect  of 
luteinizing  hormone  (LH)  on  ultrastruc¬ 
ture  of  ovarian  steroidogenic  cells  is  be¬ 
ing  investigated  by  comparing  the  effects 
of  LH  on  these  cells  when  administered 
alone,  or  with  inhibitors  of  RNA  or 
protein  synthesis.  Also,  localization  of 
microelectrodes  used  to  measure  muscle 
membrane  potentials  is  being  effected 
by  injection  of  ferratin  through  the  mi¬ 
croelectrodes  at  the  end  of  a  run,  and 
subsequent  localization  of  this  electron 
opaque  material  by  thin  sectioning  and 
electron  microscopy  of  the  muscle  cells. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  April  18, 1972. 

Seth  M.  Bodner, 
Director. 

Office  of  Import  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.72-7619  Filed  5-18-72;8:48  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  37,  NO.  98— FRIDAY,  MAY  19,  1972 


10092 


NOTICES 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
WATCHES  AND  WATCH  MOVEMENTS 

Allocation  of  Duty-Free  Quotas  for 
Calendar  Year  1972  Among  Pro¬ 
ducers  Located  in  the  Virgin 
Islands,  Guam,  and  American 
Samoa 

On  January  7,  1972,  the  Departments 
of  the  Interior  and  Commerce  published 
a  joint  notice  announcing  the  formula  to 
be  used  by  the  Departments  in  the  allo¬ 
cation  of  1972  calendar  year  quotas  for 
duty-free  entry  into  the  customs  terri¬ 
tory  of  the  United  States  of  watches  and 
watch  movements  assembled  In  the 
Virgin  Islands,  Guam,  and  American 
Samoa  (37  FJt.  233).  This  notice  pro¬ 
vided  that  annual  quotas  for  calendar 
year  1972  would  be  allocated  as  soon  as 
practicable  after  April  1,  1972,  and 
would  be  based  on  the  following  criteria: 

Virgin  Islands 

(1)  The  number  of  units  assembled  by 
each  firm  in  the  territory  and  entered  by 
It  duty-free  into  the  customs  territory  of 
the  United  States  during  calendar  year 
1971;  (2)  the  total  dollar  amount  of 
wages  subject  to  FICA  taxes  paid  by  such 
firm  in  the  territory  during  calendar  year 
1971  to  persons  whose  pay  was  attribut¬ 
able  to  its  Headnote  3(a)  watch  assembly 
operation;  and  (3)  the  total  combined 
net  dollar  amount  of  income  taxes,  gross 
receipts  taxes,  trade  and  excise  taxes, 
and  customs  duties  (on  imports  into  the 
territory  of  watch  parts  and  watch  com¬ 
ponents,  attributable  to  its  Headnote 
3(a)  watch  assembly  operation)  appli¬ 
cable  to  its  calendar  year  1971  Headnote 
3(a)  watch  assembly  operation,  irrespec¬ 
tive  of  whether  such  taxes  are  partially 
or  fully  exempt  by  the  territorial 
government. 

In  making  allocations  under  these 
criteria,  an  equal  weight  of  40  percent 
was  assigned  to  production  and  shipment 
history  and  to  wages  subject  to  FICA 
taxes,  and  a  weight  of  20  percent  was  as¬ 
signed  to  the  combined  net  dollar  amount 
of  the  four  above  stated  taxes  applicable 
to  calendar  year  1971  Headnote  3(a) 
watch  assembly  operations. 

Guam 

(1)  The  number  of  units  assembled  by 
each  firm  in  the  territory  and  entered  by 
It  duty-free  into  the  customs  territory 
of  the  United  States  during  calendar 
year  1971;  and  (2)  the  total  dollar 
amount  of  wages  subject  to  FICA  taxes 
paid  by  such  firm  in  the  territory  dining 
calendar  year  1971  to  persons  whose  pay 
was  attributable  to  its  Headnote  3(a) 
watch  assembly  operations. 

In  making  allocations  under  these  cri¬ 
teria,  equal  weight  was  assigned  to  pro¬ 
duction  and  shipment  history  and  to 
wages  subject  to  FICA  taxes.  As  a  tem¬ 
porary  measure,  pending  announcement 
of  final  statistics  to  be  issued  by  the  U.S. 
Tariff  Commission  on  total  apparent 
U.S.  watch  consumption  during  1971,  and 
the  verification  of  data  submitted  In 
support  of  individual  quota  applications 


by  producers  located  In  the  Virgin 
Islands  and  Guam,  Initial  1972  calendar 
year  quotas  were  allocated  to  eligible 
producers  that  had  received  duty-free 
watch  quotas  for  calendar  year  1971. 

Representatives  of  the  Departments 
visited  each  quota  holder  in  the  Virgin 
Islands  and  Guam  during  March  and 
April  1972,  to  verify  the  data  submitted 
in  support  of  individual  quota  applica¬ 
tions.  The  verification  indicated  that 
firms  had  been  generally  accurate  in  re¬ 
porting  the  number  of  units  which  were 
entered  into  the  customs  territory  of  the 
United  States  during  calendar  year  1971 
as  well  as  the  amount  of  wages  subject 
to  FICA  taxes  paid  during  calendar  year 
1971  to  persons  whose  pay  was  attribut¬ 
able  to  Headnote  3(a)  watch  assembly 
operations  in  the  Virgin  Islands  and 
Guam.  However,  a  number  of  errors  and 
discrepancies  were  found  on  some  of  the 
Virgin  Islands  applications  in  reporting 
the  amount  of  income  taxes,  gross  re¬ 
ceipts  taxes,  trade  and  excise  taxes,  and 
customs  duties  applicable  to  calendar 
year  1971  Headnote  3(a)  watch  assembly 
operations. 

The  number  of  watches  and  watch 
movements  authorized  for  shipment  on 
or  after  January  1,  1972,  under  initial 
quotas  previously  allocated  by  the  De¬ 
partments  are  to  be  applied  against  the 
following  allocations  which  are  issued 
for  the  full  calendar  year  1972.  Quotas 
of  producers  located  in  the  Virgin  Islands 
and  Guam  reflect  adjustments  made  as 
a  result  of  the  verification  of  the  data 
submitted  by  individual  applicants. 

Virgin  Islands 

Name  of  firm  Number  of  unite 


1.  Admiral  Time,  Inc _ _  101,490 

3.  Antilles  Industries,  Inc _  539,401 

3.  Atlantic  Time  Products  Corp.  1,032,869 

4.  Belair  Time  Corp _ - _ _  103,754 

5.  Belmont  Industries _ _ _ _  18,781 

6.  Master  Time  Co.,  Ltd _ _  220, 876 

7.  Quality  Products  Co.,  Inc _ _  509, 197 

8.  Roza  Watch  Corp _ _  242,  635 

9.  R.  W.  Summers  Time  Corp...  66,407 

10.  Standard  Time  Co _ 171,892 

11.  Sussex  Watch  Corp _  163,624 

12.  TMX,  Ltd _ 460,284 

18.  Unitime  Corp _ 782,495 

14.  Vlrglllne  Watch  Co.,  Inc _  14, 166 

15.  Watches,  Inc _ 224,269 

Guam 

Name  of  firm  Number  of  unite 

1.  Hallmark  Watch  Factory, 

Inc. -  61,730 

2.  Jun-Lau  Watch  Corp _ _  38, 714 

3.  Maro  Watch  Co.,  Inc _ 122,498 

4.  Phoenix  Industries,  Inc _ _  32,492 

5.  Stratton  Watch  Corp _  83, 290 

6.  Westminster  Time  Corp _ _  101, 276 


Assigned  quotas  for  the  Virgin  Islands 
and  Guam  may  be  adjusted  at  anytime 
during  this  calendar  year  in  the  event 
it  becomes  apparent  that  shipments 
through  December  31,  1972,  by  any  firm 
will  be  less  than  90  percent  of  the  num¬ 
ber  of  units  allocated  to  It. 

American  Samoa 

By  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  20,  1971  (36  FJfc. 
5372),  the  Departments  allocated  the 
entire  American  Samoa  duty-free  watch 


quota  for  calendar  year  1971  to  the 
Bulova  Watch  Co.,  Inc.  In  this  notice 
the  Departments  stated  that  “Because 
of  the  time  and  investment  costs  re¬ 
quired  to  establish  a  watch  movement 
assembly  operation  which  will  make  a 
substantial  and  lasting  contribution  to 
the  economy  of  American  Samoa,  the 
Departments  do  not  intend  to  invite  ap¬ 
plications  from  new  entrants  for  the 
allocable  calendar  year  1972  American 
Samoa  watch  quota  unless  (1)  the  re¬ 
cipient  of  the  1971  calendar  year  quota 
fails  to  abide  substantially  with  the 
terms  and  conditions  in  its  application 
upon  which  the  Departments  relied  in 
making  the  quota  allocation  for  calendar 
year  1971,  or  (2)  the  amount  of  the 
duty-free  watch  quota  available  to 
American  Samoa  for  calendar  year  1972 
is  sufficiently  greater  than  that  avail¬ 
able  for  calendar  year  1971  as  to  sustain 
more  than  one  economically  viable 
watch  assembly  operation  In  American 
Samoa. 

In  their  joint  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  7,  1972, 
the  Departments  advised  that  the  re¬ 
cipient  of  the  1971  Samoan  watch  quota 
had  abided  substantially  with  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  its  application.  As  the 
1972  quota  for  American  Samoa  is  only 
9,290  units  greater  than  the  1971  quota, 
the  Departments  have  concluded  that 
the  allocable  calendar  year  1972  Ameri¬ 
can  Samoa  watch  quota  of  220,000  units 
is  not  sufficient  to  sustain  more  than 
one  economically  viable  watch  assembly 
operation.  The  entire  1972  American 
Samoa  watch  quota  is,  therefore,  allo¬ 
cated  to  the  Bulova  Watch  Co.,  Inc., 
doing  business  in  American  Samoa  as 
Pacific  lime  Corp. 

Dated:  May  15,  1972. 

Stanley  Nehmer, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  lor 
Resources,  Department  of 
Commerce. 

Harrison  Loesch, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Public 
Land  Management,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior. 

[FR  Doc.72-7501  Filed  5-18-72;8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

OFFICE  OF  CHILD  DEVELOPMENT 

Statement  of  Organization,  Functions, 
and  Delegations  of  Authority 

The  statement  of  organization,  func¬ 
tions,  and  delegations  of  authority  for 
the  Office  of  Child  Development  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Section  1T03.00  Mission.  The  mis¬ 
sion  of  the  Office  of  Child  Development 
is  to  advise  the  Secretary  and  HEW 
agencies  on  Department  plans  and  pro¬ 
grams  related  to  early  childhood  devel¬ 
opment;  to  operate  the  Headstart  day 
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care,  and  other  related  child  service  pro¬ 
grams;  and  to  provide  leadership,  ad¬ 
vice,  and  services  which  affect  the  gen¬ 
eral  well-being  of  children  and  youth  as 
mandated  by  the  Act  of  April  9,  1912. 

Sec.  1T03.10.  Organization.  A.  The 
Director,  Office  of  Child  Development, 
reports  directly  to  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Administration.  The  Director  is 
also  the  Chief  of  the  Children’s  Bureau. 

B.  The  Office  of  Child  Development, 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Director, 
consists  of: 

1.  Office  of  the  Director. 

2.  Bureau  of  Child  Development 
Services. 

3.  Children’s  Bureau. 

Sec.  1T03.20  Functions — A.  Office  of 
the  Director.  Provides  executive  leader¬ 
ship,  policy  direction,  and  management 
strategy  for  the  Children’s  Bureau  and 
the  Bureau  of  Child  Development  Serv¬ 
ices  and  other  components  of  the  Office 
of  Child  Development.  Serves  as  advisor 
to  the  Secretary  and  heads  of  DHEW 
agencies  administering  programs  which 
have  a  significant  impact  on  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  children  and  youth. 

1.  Office  of  the  Executive  Assistant. 
Assists  the  Director  by  providing  coordi¬ 
nation  and  direction  of  certain  program 
and  staff  activities.  These  activities  in¬ 
clude  the  day-to-day  relationships  with 
news  media,  program  inspections,  legis¬ 
lative  liaison,  and  interagency  coordina¬ 
tion.  Provides  leadership  to  the  Board 
of  Advisors  on  Child  Development,  the 
Interdepartment  a  Committee  on  Chil¬ 
dren  and  Youth,  the  Federal  Panel  on 
Early  Childhood,  and  the  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  on  Child  Development. 

2.  Office  of  Program  Analysis.  Provides 
advice  and  technical  assistance  to  the 
headquarters  program  personnel  in  the 
design  and  review  of  strategic  and  op¬ 
erational  plans.  Designs  and  gives  staff 
assistance  in  implementing  key  pro¬ 
gram  management  processes;  prepares 
special  program  reports  and  analysis  for 
the  Director. 

3.  Office  of  Regional  Support.  Exer¬ 
cises  leadership  and  direction  for  the 
Director  on  all  matters  relating  to  the 
management  and  operations  of  regional 
OCD  activities.  Directs  the  development 
and  installation  of  regional  work  plan¬ 
ing;  develops  and  maintains  a  system  of 
periodic  reporting  by  Assistant  Regional 
Directors  to  the  Director  on  progress, 
opportunities,  and  problems  in  field 
operations.  Insures  reflection  of  points 
of  view  in  the  field  on  program  plans, 
policies,  procedures,  and  guidelines 
which  affect  the  activities  of  the  re¬ 
gional  offices.  Conducts  analysis  of  all 
OCD  field  activities. 

4.  Office  of  Administration.  Provides 
management  planning  and  administra¬ 
tive  program  guidance  to  the  Office  of 
the  Director  and  other  components  of 
OCD.  Provides  centralized  support  serv¬ 
ices,  including  personnel  management, 
manpower  utilization,  procurement, 
budget  development,  and  executive,  fis¬ 
cal,  and  administrative  analysis  activities, 
Develops  budget  justifications,  policies, 
and  procedures;  acts  as  liaison  for  the 
Director  on  budget  matters  with  the  Of¬ 


fice  of  Assistant  Secretary,  Comptroller. 
Serves  as  central  contact  point  for  policy 
direction,  technical  guidance,  and  regu¬ 
lations  governing  contract  and  grant  ac¬ 
tions.  Develops  reporting  requirements 
for  grant  processing  and  review  activi¬ 
ties  and  approves  all  proposed  grant 
actions. 

B.  Bureau  of  Child  Development  Serv¬ 
ices — 1.  Office  of  the  Associate  Direc¬ 
tor.  Plans,  directs,  and  coordinates  the 
activities  of  the  staff  of  the  Bureau.  Di¬ 
rects  the  development  and  implementa¬ 
tion  of  strategic  and  operational  plan¬ 
ning  and  management  processes  for 
Project  Headstart  and  OCD  adminis¬ 
tered  day-care  programs  and  delivery 
systems.  Provides  guidance  to  the  Office 
of  the  Director  and  the  regional  offices 
in  the  effective  utilization  of  resources. 

2.  Project  Headstart.  Plans  and  di¬ 
rects  program  activities  Including  the 
development,  dissemination,  coordina¬ 
tion,  and  monitoring  of  overall  program 
planning  and  support  policies.  Develops 
annual  Headstart  improvement  plan,  in¬ 
cluding  managerial  policies,  standards, 
and  guides  for  Headstart  grantees.  De¬ 
velops  a  plan  for  operational  guidance, 
program  analysis,  and  policy  coordina¬ 
tion  for  Headstart  programs.  Conducts 
policy  review  and  directs  coordination  of 
project  planning  and  management.  Re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  development  and  ad¬ 
ministration  of  staff  development  and 
technical  assistance  policies,  programs, 
and  procedures  including  the  develop¬ 
ment  and  dissemination  of  policies  and 
procedures  governing  OCD  regional 
training  and  technical  assistance  plans 
and  programs;  the  review  of  OCD  re¬ 
gional  technical  assistance  and  training 
plans  and  programs  and  the  develop¬ 
ment  and  dissemination  of  training 
models  and  materials.  Plans  funds,  sup¬ 
ports  and  monitors  the  operation  of 
Headstart  Parent  and  Child  Centers. 
Provides  direction  and  support  of  Head¬ 
start  Indian  and  Migrant  Programs  in¬ 
cluding  review  and  approval  of  policy 
development,  grant  applications  for 
Headstart  programs  for  Indians  living 
on  reservations  and  for  migrants;  pro¬ 
vides  technical  assistance  to  the  National 
Center  for  Child  Advocacy  in  promoting 
the  establishment  of  programs  for  In¬ 
dians  and  migrants  as  appropriate. 

3.  Division  of  Day  Care  Programs. 
Responsible  for  undertakings  such  as  the 
development  of  day-care  manuals,  licens¬ 
ing  codes,  and  similar  activities  relating 
to  day  care.  Responsible  as  its  major 
activity,  for  the  development  of  Welfare 
Reform  day-care  policies  and  implemen¬ 
tation  plans,  budgets,  and  procedures. 
Responsible  for  directing  the  implemen¬ 
tation  and  operation  of  those  day-care 
services  upon  enactment  of  the  Welfare 
Reform  program. 

4.  Division  of  Program  Development 
and  Innovation.  Serves  both  Project 
Headstart  and  the  Day  Care  Services 
Division  as  a  source  of  technical  and 
programmatic  counsel  and  expertise  in 
the  areas  of  education,  health  services, 
nutrition,  psychological  services,  social 
services,  parent  involvement,  and  volun¬ 
teers. 


Develops,  tests,  plans,  and  directs  the 
broadscale  implementation  of  innovative 
programs  and  program  design  features 
for  comprehensive  child  development 
services.  Assesses  current  OCD  policies 
and  program  performance  in  their  areas 
of  expertise  and  proposes  improvements 
where  warranted.  Performs  special  anal¬ 
yses  as  inputs  to  OCD  strategic  planning. 
Provides  technical  expertise  in  develop¬ 
ing  programmatic  policies,  standards, 
and  guidelines  for  OCD  programs  and 
advocates  support  for  their  program 
areas  during  planning  and  evaluation 
efforts. 

C.  Children’s  Bureau — 1.  Office  of  the 
Associate  Chief.  Plans,  coordinates,  and 
directs  the  activities  of  the  Children’s 
Bureau;  reviews  and  analyzes  the  Bu¬ 
reau’s  performance.  Establishes  program 
goals  and  objectives  for  the  Bureau  and 
serves  as  a  major  adviser  to  the  Office  of 
the  Director  on  matters  pertaining  to 
conditions  which  affect  the  general  well¬ 
being  of  children. 

2.  National  Center  for  Child  Advocacy. 
Provides  leadership  in  the  planning,  de¬ 
velopment,  and  coordination  of  pro¬ 
grams  aimed  at  identifying  problems 
and  promoting  improvements  in  condi¬ 
tions  adversely  affecting  the  growth  and 
development  of  children  and  youth. 
Serves  as  a  clearinghouse  on  informa¬ 
tion  related  to  research  and  demonstra¬ 
tions  and  service  programs  in  the  area 
of  child  development;  identifies  and  rec¬ 
ommends  actions  to  meet  special  needs  of 
children  at  risk,  such  as  minorities,  emo¬ 
tionally  and  physically  handicapped  chil¬ 
dren;  develops  standards  and  policy 
guidelines  for  programs  for  children  at 
risk;  analyzes  and  responds  to  inquiries 
for  information  concerning  child  devel¬ 
opment.  Directs  the  development  and 
implementation  of  the  community  co¬ 
ordinated  child-care  (4-C)  program. 

3.  Division  of  Research  and  Evalua¬ 
tion.  Administers  section  426  and  other 
OCD  research  and  demonstration  funds 
and  assists  with  the  development  of  a 
Department-wide  early  childhood  re¬ 
search  strategy.  Administers  the  Head¬ 
start  evaluation  funds  and  coordinates 
the  development  of  an  OCD- wide  evalua¬ 
tion  strategy. 

Provides  leadership  to  the  Federal  In¬ 
teragency  Panel  for  Early  Childhood 
Development  Research;  collects,  ana¬ 
lyzes,  and  interprets  research  reports  on 
child  life  studies  and  identifies  promising 
models  for  service  programs.  Actively 
promotes  the  utilization  of  research 
funds. 

4.  Division  of  Public  Education.  Pro¬ 
vides  leadership  in  the  development  and 
distribution  of  all  OCD  publications. 
Provides  editorial  and  graphic  support 
to  program  components  and  serves  as  a 
central  contact  point  on  matters  related 
to  the  communications  media,  including 
the  preparation  of  exhibits,  films,  and 
appropriate  public  education  materials. 

Approved:  May  5, 1972. 

Rodnet  H.  Brady, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Management. 

[FR  Doc.73-7396  FUed  5-16-73:8:47  am] 
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ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-376] 

PUERTO  RICO  WATER  RESOURCES 
AUTHORITY 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Applicant's 
Environmental  Report,  Supplemen¬ 
tal  Environmental  Reports,  and 
Draft  Environmental  Statement 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environmen¬ 
tal  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission’s  regulations  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  D  to  10  CFR  Part  50,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  reports  entitled  “Ap¬ 
plicant’s  Environmental  Report,  Con¬ 
struction  Permit  Stage,”  and  ‘‘Environ¬ 
mental  Report  Supplements”  for  the 
Aguirre  Nuclear  Plant  submitted  by  the 
Puerto  Rico  Water  Resources  Authority 
have  been  placed  in  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  DC,  and  in  the  office 
of  Mayor  Parsilo  Godreau,  10  North 
Avenue,  Salinas,  PR  00751.  The  reports 
are  also  available  at  the  Puerto  Rico 
Planning  Board,  1507  Ponce  de  Leon 
Avenue,  Cond.  Ponce  de  Leon,  Box  9447, 
Santurce,  PR  00908. 

These  reports  discuss  environmental 
considerations  related  to  the  Aguirre  Nu¬ 
clear  Plant  located  on  the  southern 
coast  of  Puerto  Rico  along  the  shore  of 
Bahia  De  Jobos,  within  the  municipality 
of  Salinas. 

The  reports  have  been  analyzed  by 
the  Commission’s  Directorate  of  Licens¬ 
ing,  and  a.  draft  environmental  state¬ 
ment  related  to  the  Aguirre  Nuclear 
Plant,  dated  May  1972,  has  been  pre¬ 
pared  and  made  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  locations  designated 
above.  Copies  of  the  draft  environmen¬ 
tal  statement  may  be  obtained  upon  re¬ 
quest  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545,  Attention:  Deputy  Director  for 
Reactor  Projects,  Directorate  of  Licens¬ 
ing. 

Interested  persons  may,  within  sev¬ 
enty-five  (75)  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  submit  for  the  Commission’s 
consideration  comments  on  the  report, 
the  draft  environmental  statement,  and 
on  the  proposed  issuance  of  a  construc¬ 
tion  permit  for  the  Aguirre  Nuclear 
Plant.  Federal  and  State  agencies  are 
being  provided  with  copies  of  the  report 
and  the  draft  environmental  statement 
(local  agencies  may  obtain  these  docu¬ 
ments  on  request),  and  when  comments 
thereon  of  the  Federal,  State,  and  local 
officials  are  received,  they  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
above-designated  locations.  Comments 
from  interested  members  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  should  be  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20545,  Attention:  Deputy  Di¬ 
rector  for  Reactor  Projects,  Directorate 
of  Licensing. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  16th  day 
of  May,  1972. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

R.  C.  DeYoung, 
Assistant  Director  for  Pressur¬ 
ized  Water  Reactors,  Direc¬ 
torate  of  Licensing. 

1FR  Doc.72-7625  Filed  5-18-72;8:49  am] 


[Dockets  Nos.  50-266,  50-301] 

WISCONSIN  ELECTRIC  POWER  CO. 
AND  WISCONSIN  MICHIGAN 
POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Final  State¬ 
ment  on  Environmental  Consider¬ 
ations 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission’s  regulations  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  D  to  10  CFR  Part  50,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  document  entitled 
“Final  Statement  on  Environmental 
Considerations  by  the  Directorate  of  Li¬ 
censing,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion,  Related  to  Operation  of  the  Point 
Beach  Nuclear  Plant,  Units  .  and  2,”  is 
being  placed  in  the  following  locations 
where  it  will  be  available  for  inspection 
by  members  of  the  public:  The  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room  at  1717 
H  Street  NW..  Washington,  DC  20545, 
and  in  the  Manitowoc  Public  Library, 
808  Hamilton  Street,  Manitowoc,  WI 
54220.  The  report  is  also  being  made 
available  at  the  State  Planning  Bureau, 
Department  of  Administration,  1  West 
Wilson  Street,  State  Office  Building, 
Madison,  WI  53701,  and  at  the  South¬ 
eastern  Wisconsin  Regional  Planning 
Commission,  916  North  East  Avenue, 
Waukesha,  WI  53186. 

The  notice  of  availability  of  the  draft 
detailed  statement  for  the  Point  Beaph 
Plant  and  request  for  comments  from  in¬ 
terested  persons  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  February  19,  1972, 
37  F.R.  3783.  The  comments  received 
from  Federal,  State,  local  officials  and 
interested  members  of  the  public  have 
been  included  as  appendices  to  the  Anal 
statement. 

Single  copies  of  the  statement  may 
be  obtained  by  writing  the  U.S.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545,  Attention:  Deputy  Director 
for  Reactor  Projects,  Directorate  of 
Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  16th  day 
of  M&y  1972. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

R.  C.  DeYoung, 
Assistant  Director  for  Pressur¬ 
ized  Water  Reactors,  Direc¬ 
torate  of  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.72-7626  Filed  5-18-72;8:49  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  24104] 

AEROVIAS  LANSA,  S.  DE  R.L. 

Notice  of  Prehearing  Conference  and 

Hearing  Regarding  Foreign  Air 

Carrier  Permit 

Foreign  air  carrier  permit,  Honduras- 
Belize,  British  Honduras-Cozumel,  Mex¬ 
ico-Grand  Cayman,  Cayman  Islands- 
Tampa,  Florida  Service,  Docket  24104. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
matter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on  June  8, 
1972,  at  10  a.m.,  local  time,  in  Room  503, 
Universal  Building,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC,  before 
Examiner  John  E.  Faulk. 

Notice  is  also  given  that  the  hearing 
may  be  held  immediately  following  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  prehearing  conference  un¬ 
less  a  person  objects  or  shows  reason  for 
postponement  cm  or  before  June  1,  1972. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  16, 
1972. 

[seal]  Ralph  L.  Wiser, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[FR  Doc.72-7627  Filed  5-18-72;8:49  am] 


[Docket  No.  24436] 

BAHAMAS  WORLD  AIRLINES  LTD. 

Notice  of  Prehearing  Conference  and 

Hearing  Regarding  Foreign  Air  Car¬ 
rier  Permit  Charter  Service 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
matter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on  June  12, 
1972,  at  10  a.m.,  local  time,  in  Room  503, 
Universal  Building,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC,  before 
Examiner  Thomas  P.  Sheehan. 

Notice  is  also  given  that  the  hearing 
may  be  held  immediately  following  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  prehearing  conference  un¬ 
less  a  person  objects  or  shows  reason  for 
postponement  on  or  before  June  5,  1972. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  16, 
1972. 

[seal]  Ralph  L.  Wiser, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[FR  Doc.72-7628  Filed  5-18-72;8:49  am] 


[Docket  No.  21454] 

DETROIT-NASHVILLE  NONSTOP 
INVESTIGATION 

Notice  of  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  that  a  first 
session  of  the  hearing  in  the  above- 
entitled  proceeding  will  be  held  on  June 
13,  1972,  at  10  a.m.,  local  time,  at  the 
Hilton  Airport  Inn,  No.  1  International 
Plaza,  Metropolitan  Airport,  Nashville, 
TN,  before  the  undersigned. 

A  second  session  of  the  hearing  in  the 
said  proceeding  will  be  held  on  June  26, 
1972,  at  10  a.m.,  local  time,  in  Room  726, 
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Universal  Building,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC. 

For  information  concerning  the  issues 
involved  and  other  details  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  interested  persons  are  referred 
to  the  Prehearing  Conference  Report 
served  on  March  28, 1972,  and  other  doc¬ 
uments  which  are  in  the  docket  of  this 
proceeding  on  file  in  the  Docket  Section 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  15, 
1972. 

[seal]  William  P.  Cusick, 

Hearing  Examiner. 

[FR  Doc.72-7629  Filed  5-18-72;8:49  am] 
[Docket  No.  23333;  Order  72-5-561 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Regarding  Specific 
Commodity  Rates 

Issued  under  delegated  authority  May 
12  1972. 

By  Order  72-4-125,  dated  April  24, 
1972,  action  was  deferred,  with  a  view 
toward  eventual  approval,  to  the  extent 
that  an  agreement  relating  to  specific 
commodity  rates  and  adopted  by  Traffic 
Conference  3  of  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  (IATA)  would 
apply  in  air  transportation  as  defined  by 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the 
Act).  In  deferring  action  on  the  agree¬ 
ment,  10  days  were  granted  in  which 
interested  persons  might  file  petitions  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  action. 

No  petitions  have  been  received  within 
the  filing  period,  and  the  tentative  con¬ 
clusions  in  Order  72-4-125  will  herein 
be  made  final. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That: 

Agreement  CAB  23018  be  and  hereby 
is  approved:  Provided,  That  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  such  agreement  is  applicable  in  air 
transportation  as  defined  by  the  Act, 
approval  shall  not  constitute  approval 
of  the  specific  commodity  descriptions 
contained  therein  for  the  purposes  of 
tariff  publication:  Provided  further,  That 
tariff  filings  shall  be  marked  to  become 
effective  on  not  less  than  30  days  notice 
from  the  date  of  filing. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

[seal!  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-7630  Filed  5-18-72;8:49  am] 


[Docket  No.  23333;  Order  72-5-60] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Regarding  Reduced  Fares  for 
Cargo  Agents 

Issued  under  delegated  authority 
May  15, 1972. 

By  Order  72-4-57,  dated  April  13, 
1972,  action  was  deferred,  with  a  view 
toward  eventual  approval  subject  to  con¬ 


dition,  on  an  agreement  adopted  by  the 
Traffic  Conferences  of  the  International 
Air  Transport  Association  (IATA).  The 
agreement  relates  to  the  continuity  of 
IATA  approval  of  cargo  agencies. 

In  deferring  action  on  the  agreement, 
10  days  were  granted  in  which  inter¬ 
ested  persons  might  file  petitions  in  sup¬ 
port  of  or  in  opposition  to  the  proposed 
action.  No  petitions  have  been  received 
within  the  filing  period,  and  the  tenta¬ 
tive  conclusions  in  Order  72-4-57  will 
herein  be  made  final. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  TTiat: 

Agreement  CAB  22986  be  and  hereby 
is  approved:  Provided,  That  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  said  agreement  shall  be  appli¬ 
cable  only  to  reduced  fare  transportation 
permitted  pursuant  to  Resolutions  203a 
and  203d  and  shall  not  apply  to  travel 
governed  by  Resolution  203c. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-7631  Filed  5-18-72,8:50  am] 


[Docket  No.  23333;  Order  72-5-15] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Regarding  Specific 
Commodity  Rates 

Issued  under  delegated  authority 
May  4,  1972. 

An  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Board  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations,  between  various  air  car¬ 
riers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  car¬ 
riers,  embodied  in  the  resolutions  of 
Traffic  Conference  3  of  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Air  Transport  Association  (IATA) 
and  adopted  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  Resolution  590  dealing  with  specific 
commodity  rates. 

The  agreement,  adopted  pursuant  to 
unprotested  notices  to  the  carriers  and 
promulgated  in  an  IATA  letter  dated 
April  25,  1972,  names  additional  specific 
commodity  rates,  as  set  forth  in  the 
attachment  hereto,  which  reflect  reduc¬ 
tions  from  general  cargo  rates. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  regulations, 
14  CFR  385.14,  it  is  not  found,  on  a 
tentative  basis,  that  the  subject  agree¬ 
ment  is  adverse  to  the  public  interest 
or  in  violation  of  the  Act:  Provided,  That 
eventual  approval  thereof  is  conditioned 
as  hereinafter  ordered. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

Action  on  Agreement  CAB  23018,  R-l 
and  R-2,  be  and  hereby  is  deferred  with 
a  view  toward  eventual  approval:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  approval  shall  not  consti¬ 
tute  approval  of  the  specific  commodity 
descriptions  contained  therein  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  tariff  publication :  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  tariff  filings  shall  be  marked 
to  become  effective  on  not  less  than  30 
days’  notice  from  the  date  of  filing. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order,  pursuant  to  the 


Board’s  regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may, 
within  10  days  after  the  date  of  service 
of  this  order,  file  such  petitions  in  sup¬ 
port  of  or  in  opposition  to  our  proposed 
action  herein. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 


[seal] 

Harry  J.  Zink, 
Secretary. 

IATA 

Commodity 

Description 

Rate 

Item  No. 

4417 . 

Radio,  television,  and 
combination  radio¬ 
television  and  radio- 
phonograph  sets,  elec¬ 
trical  household  appli¬ 
ances,  N.E.8. 

91#  1  per  kg., 
min.  weight 
260  kgs.  from 
Hong  Kong 
to  Guam 

8397 . 

Optical  goods,  photo¬ 
graphic  and  projection 
equipment,  supplies 
and  accessories, 

N.E.8.,  excluding 
newsreel  and  35  mm 
motion  picture  film, 
exposed. 

Do. 

*  Specified  at  36.0fi  United  Kingdom  pence. 


[FR  Doc.72-7632  Filed  5-18-72,8:50  ami 


[Docket  No.  23333;  Order  72-5-59] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Regarding  Reduced  Fares  for 
Cargo  Agents 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  15th  day  of  May  1972. 

By  Order  72-1-52,  dated  January  17, 
1972,  the  Board  deferred  action  with  re¬ 
spect  to  an  agreement 1  adopted  by  the 
carrier  members  of  the  Intematioal  Air 
Transport  Association  which  proposes  to 
alter  the  basis  upon  which  tickets,  at  a 
75-percent  reduction,  are  allocated  to 
cargo  sales  agents.  In  that  order,  the 
Board  indicated1  that  it  was  not  pre¬ 
pared  to  approve  the  agreement  as  pre¬ 
sented,  inasmuch  as  no  showing  had  been 
made  that  the  reduced-fare  transporta¬ 
tion  to  be  provided  would  comport  with 
the  Board’s  longstanding  policy  that 
travel  allowances  for  agents  should  be 
related  to  the  needs  for  such  travel  and 
likely  to  enhance  the  promotion  of  air 
cargo  traffic.  The  Board’s  deferral  of  ac¬ 
tion  was  intended  to  give  the  carriers  an 
opportunity  to  consider  the  Board’s 
views. 

Subsequent  to  the  Board’s  deferral  of 
action,  the  same  carriers  filed  two  addi¬ 
tional  agreements 1  pursuant  to  section 


»  Agreement  CAB  22529,  R-l. 

*  After  the  evaluation  of  comments  received 
pursuant  to  Order  71-10-19  (dated  Oct.  5, 
1971)  from  Pan  American  World  Airways, 
Inc.,  Airborne  Freight  Corp.,  A.M.I.  Air 
Freight,  Emery  Air  Freight  Corp.,  and  the 
International  Airfreight  Agents  Association, 
Inc. 

*  Agreement  CAB  22898,  which  was  adopted 
by  mall  vote,  and  Agreement  CAB  22927,  R-l, 
which  was  adopted  as  a  result  of  actions 
recommended  by  the  Third  Meeting  of  the 
Cargo  Agency  Committee  In  Geneva  (Nov.  22- 
26,  1971). 
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412(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Eco¬ 
nomic  Regulations.  These  agreements 
encompass  amendments  to  the  new  re¬ 
duced-fare  transportation  provisions, 
the  most  substantive  of  which  would 
enable  cargo  agencies  not  located  in  the 
United  States  or  Canada  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  (1)  20  tickets,  discounted  by 
50  percent,  per  country  of  registration 
from  each  LATA  carrier  per  calendar 
year,  and  (2)  one  ticket  per  year  per 
IATA  carrier,  at  a  50-percent  discount, 
for  a  spouse  accompanying  an  agent 
eligible  for  reduced-rate  transportation. 
Such  tickets  would  be  in  addition  to  the 
quota  contemplated  worldwide  by  the 
terms  of  the  new  basic  agreement  for 
all  agencies,  i.e.,  two  tickets  at  a  75- 
percent  reduction  per  country  of  regis¬ 
tration  from  each  IATA  carrier  per  cal¬ 
endar  year. 

On  February  11,  1972,  Trans  World 
Airlines,  Inc.  (TWA),  filed  a  motion 
requesting  the  Board  to  act  promptly 
upon  the  new  provisions  for  reduced- 
fare  concessions  to  cargo  agencies.  TWA 
desires  Board  approval  of  the  basic 
agreement  for  the  1-year  period  of  its 
agreed  duration,  during  which  it  antici¬ 
pates  further  carrier  negotiations  and 
consideration  of  the  Board’s  observa¬ 
tions.  On  April  10,  1972,  TWA  filed  a 
supplement  to  its  motion,  indicating 
further  support  for  the  new  provisions 
and  stating  that  the  necessity  for  prompt 
Board  approval  is  in  no  way  alleviated 
by  the  recent  approval  of  an  extension 
for  6  months  through  August  31,  1972, 
of  the  past  basis  upon  which  reduced - 
fare  tickets  are  allocated  to  agents,  i.e., 
two  tickets  at  a  75 -percent  discount  per 
agency  location  per  year.* 

In  an  answer  dated  February  28,  1972, 
Seaboard  World  Airlines,  Inc.  (Sea¬ 
board),  an  all-cargo  carrier,  indicates 
that  it  does  not  oppose  TWA’s  motion 
for  prompt  Board  consideration  and  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  new  reduced-fare  provi¬ 
sions;  provided  such  approval  is  condi¬ 
tioned  so  that,  in  effect,  Seaboard  might 
sponsor  the  same  reduced-fare  trans¬ 
portation  for  its  agents  over  the  lines  of 
the  IATA  carriers.  In  support  of  its  re¬ 
quested  condition,  Seaboard  alleges  that, 
by  virtue  of  the  inherent  limitation  of 
the  subject  provisions  to  IATA  agents,  it 
will  as  a  non-IATA  carrier  suffer  serious 
competitive  injury  and  that,  in  fact, 
BOAC  and  Swissair  had  to  date  refused 
to  provide  reduced-fare  transportation 
to  Seaboard  agents  on  those  grounds. 
Seaboard  states  further  that  the  ship¬ 
ping  public  will  be  denied  the  benefits  of 
Seaboard’s  all-cargo  services  if  agents, 
who  frequently  act  both  for  Seaboard 
and  the  IATA  carriers,  become  in- 


4  The  extension  of  the  past  reduced-fare 
basis  was  prompted  by  the  absence  of  Board 
approval  with  respect  to  the  new  carrier  pro¬ 
visions,  and  was  approved  by  Order  72-4-61 
(dated  Apr.  13,  1972),  which  finalized  tenta¬ 
tive  conclusions  set  forth  In  Order  72-3-86 
(dated  Mar.  27,  1972). 


creasingly  reluctant  to  use  Seaboard’s 
services.5 

Upon  consideration  of  the  information 
presently  before  us,  the  Board  has  deter¬ 
mined  to  approve  the  subject  agreements 
only  as  to  agents  located  outside  of  the 
United  States.  Our  approval  shall  be  con¬ 
ditioned,  inter  alia,  so  as  to  preclude 
the  application  of  the  new  agreements  to 
U.S. -based  cargo  agents.* 

Our  approval  as  regards  agents  lo¬ 
cated  outside  the  United  States  is 
granted  upon  consideration  of  past 
Board  policy  that  those  agents  should 
have  the  same  opportunity  to  travel  to 
the  United  States  as  to  other  countries. 
The  Board  has  generally  declined  to 
exercise  jurisdiction  over  agents  in 
other  countries,  since  they  operate  un¬ 
der  differing  laws  and  their  activities  are 
more  appropriately  the  concern  of  their 
respective  governments,  and  to  a  lesser 
extent  because  of  the  practical  diffi¬ 
culties  of  enforcement.  Moreover,  to  re¬ 
quire  more  restrictive  standards,  with 
respect  to  travel  into  the  United  States 
in  order  to  achieve  uniformity  among 
agents  moving  in  “air  transportation”  as 
defined  by  the  Act,  could  serve  to  create 
a  greater  incentive  for  the  sale  of  cargo 
transportation  between  other  countries. 

Our  action  regarding  U.S.-based 
agents  comes,  as  indicated  earlier,  in 
the  absence  of  a  showing  that  the 
reduced-fare  transportation  to  be  pro¬ 
vided  would  comport  with  the  Board’s 
policy  that  travel  allowances  for  agents 
should  be  related  to  the  needs  for  such 
travel  and  the  promotion  of  air  cargo 
traffic.  For  example,  Order  72-1-52, 
supra,  indicated  that  no  carrier  or  party 
supporting  the  new  provisions  attempted 
to  show  a  relationship  of  the  proposed 
basis  for  agency  ticket  allocations  to 
the  legitimate  requirements  of  carriers 
and  agents,  nor  had  information  been 
supplied  which  would  enable  the  Board 
to  estimate  the  likely  effect  of  the  agree¬ 
ment  on  the  ticket  allowance  for  indi¬ 
vidual  agencies  or  the  cargo  agency 
industry  in  general.  On  the  contrary,  it 
appeared  that  the  basic  modification 
rests  on  changes  in  IATA’s  agent  regis¬ 
tration  and  other  administrative  pro¬ 
cedures.  TWA’s  subsequent  filings  make 
no  attempt  to  provide  the  information 


6  In  this  connection.  Seaboard  clt©6  the 
IATA  Agency  Resolutions  Investigation,  33 
CAB  157  (1961),  wherein  the  Board  decided 
not  to  reapprove  a  then-existing  IATA  agree¬ 
ment  which  was  considered  to  have,  Irre¬ 
spective  of  the  motives  and  objectives  of  the 
IATA  carriers,  an  adverse  effect  on  non-IATA 
carriers  by  virtue  of  an  economic  penalty 
imposed  on  agents  dealing  with  non-IATA 
carriers. 

•Approval  is  also  subject  to  usual  Board 
conditions  relating  to  the  filing  of  tariffs 
pursuant  to  the  Act  and  the  Board’s  regula¬ 
tions  for  free  or  reduced-rate  transporta¬ 
tion,  as  well  as  to  a  more  recently  Imposed 
condition  on  similar  reduced-fare  resolutions 
Which  has  the  effect  of  Insuring  that  cer¬ 
tain  provisions  of  effective  cargo  agency 
rides,  e.g.,  Resolution  811b — paragraph  (1) 
(e),  will  not  be  Interpreted  so  as  to  permit 
the  granting  of  free  or  reduced-rate  trans¬ 
portation  to  agents  in  the  guise  of  instruc¬ 
tional  or  educational  assistance  (see  Order 
71-4-126). 


required  by  the  Board  nor  are  we  per¬ 
suaded  by  TWA’s  arguments  in  favor 
of  full  approval  of  the  agreements. 

We  would  emphasize  that  the  Board's 
action  herein  should  not  be  construed 
by  carriers  or  agents  as  designed  to 
hinder  the  continuation  of  reduced-fare 
concessions  shown  to  be  reasonably  re¬ 
lated  to  the  legitimate  requirements  of 
carriers  and  agents  and  consistent  with 
the  public  interest. 

The  conclusions  discussed  above  have 
not  been  reached  without  consideration 
of  the  comments  and  request  of  Sea¬ 
board.  In  our  view  each  cargo  sales  agent 
is  entitled  to  fair  and  equal  access  to 
the  carriers’  reduced-rate  transporta¬ 
tion  programs.  Obviously,  the  Board 
could  not  countenance  a  system  which 
prefers  some  agents  and  prejudices 
others.  This  is,  of  course,  why  the  Board 
insists  upon  establishment  of  a  balanced 
program  consistent  with  the  general 
principles  previously  enunciated.  The 
matters  raised  by  Seaboard  are  of  con¬ 
cern;  however,  in  view  of  our  action 
herein,  no  further  action  appears  war¬ 
ranted  at  this  time. 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  particularly  sections  102,  204(a), 
and  412,  does  not  find  that  the  following 
resolutions,  which  are  incorporated  in 
the  agreements  indicated,  are  adverse 
to  the  public  interest  or  in  violation  of 
the  Act:  Provided,  That  approval  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  conditions  hereinafter 
ordered : 

Agreement  CAB  IATA  Resolutions 
22529,  R-l .  100(Mail  874)  203c. 

200  (Mail  103)  203c. 

300 (Mail  357)  203c. 

JT12(Mail  772)  203c. 

JT23(  Mall  277)  203c. 

JT31  (Mail  201) 203c. 

JT123(Mall  668)  203c. 
22898  . . .  100  (MaU  888)  203c. 

200(Mall  124)  203c. 

300(MaU  370)  203c. 

JT12(Mall  782)  203c. 

JT23(Mall  290)  203c. 

JT31(Mall  209) 203c. 

JT123(Mall  680)  203c. 
22927,  R-l . .  103 (CAC)  203c. 

203  (CAC)  203c. 

303  (CAC)  203c. 

JT12  ( 3C  AC )  203c. 

JT23(3CAC)  203c. 

JT31  (3CAC)  203c. 

JT123  (3CAC)  203c. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  Except  to  the  extent  granted  here¬ 
in,  the  motion  of  Trans  World  Airlines, 
Inc.,  is  denied;  and 

2.  Agreements  CAB  22529,  R-l,  CAB 
22898,  and  CAB  22927,  R-l,  be  and 
hereby  are  approved;  Provided,  That: 

(1)  Approval  shall  not  extend  to  U.S.- 
based  agents:  Provided  further.  That 
free  or  reduced-fare  transportation  for 
U.S.-based  agents  shall  not  be  provided 
under  entertainment  or  instruction  pro¬ 
visions  of  other  effective  cargo  agency 
resolutions; 

(2)  Approval  of  the  provisions  em¬ 
bodied  in  said  agreements,  insofar  as 
they  are  applicable  in  air  transportation 
as  defined  by  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  shall  not  be  construed  as: 
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(a)  An  exemption  from  the  require¬ 
ments  of  filing  tariff  provisions  as  a  con¬ 
dition  precedent  under  section  403  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  to  the 
issuance  of  passes  to  any  person  de¬ 
scribed  in  said  agreements; 

(b)  A  determination  as  to  whether  a 
violation  of  section  404  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  would  result  from 
the  issuance  of  passes  pursuant  to  such 
agreements  whether  or  not  tariff  pro¬ 
visions  applicable  thereto  have  previ¬ 
ously  been  filed  with  the  Board;  and 

(c)  An  exemption  from  the  provisions 
of  the  Board’s  economic  regulations  re¬ 
lating  to  tariffs  for  free  or  reduced-rate 
transportation. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-7633  Filed  8-18-72;8:50  am) 

COMMITTEE  FOR  THE 
IMPLEMENTATION  OF  TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 

CERTAIN  COTTON  TEXTILE  PRODUCTS 
PRODUCED  OR  MANUFACTURED  IN 
THE  REPUBLIC  OF  KOREA 

Entry  or  Withdrawal  From 
Warehouse  for  Consumption 

May  16,  1972. 

On  January  6,  1972,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (37  F.R. 
161)  a  letter  dated  December  30,  1971, 
from  the  Chairman  of  the  President’s 
Cabinet  Textile  Advisory  Committee  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  establish¬ 
ing  levels  of  restraint  for  cotton  textiles 
and  cotton  textile  products  in  certain 
categories,  including  Category  31,  pro¬ 
duced  or  manufactured  in  the  Republic 
of  Korea,  and  imported  into  the  United 
States  during  the  9-month  period  begin¬ 
ning  January  1,  1972,  and  extending 
through  September  30,  1972.  It  has  been 
determined  that  the  product  coverage 
established  in  that  letter  for  Category  31 
should  have  been  limited  to  a  part  of 
Category  31  (shop  towels  also  known  as 
wiping  cloths)  rather  than  all  products 
covered  by  that  category. 

Accordingly,  there  is  published  below 
a  letter,  May  16, 1972,  from  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs  amending  the  direc¬ 
tive  of  December  30, 1971,  by  limiting  the 
product  coverage  of  Category  31  to  shop 
towels. 

Stanley  Nehmer, 
Chairman,  Committee  lor  the 
Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements,  and  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
sources. 


Assistant  Secretary  or  Commerce 

COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  IMPLEMENTATION  OP 
TEXTILE  AGREEMENTS 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury, 

Washington,  D.C.  20226. 

Mat  16, 1972. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  This  directive 
further  amends  but  does  not  cancel  the 
directive  Issued  to  you  on  December  30,  1971, 
from  the  Chairman,  President’s  Cabinet 
Textile  Advisory  Committee,  regarding  Im¬ 
ports  Into  the  United  States  of  cotton  textiles 
and  cotton  textile  products  In  certain  speci¬ 
fied  categories,  produced  or  manufactured 
In  the  Republic  of  Korea. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Long-Term  Ar¬ 
rangement  Regarding  International  Trade  In 
Cotton  Textiles  done  at  Geneva  on  Febru¬ 
ary  9,  1962,  pursuant  to  the  bilateral  cotton 
textile  agreement  of  December  30,  1971,  be¬ 
tween  the  Governments  of  the  United  States 
and  the  Republic  of  Korea,  and  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  procedures  of  Executive  Order 
11651  of  March  3,  1972,  you  are  directed  to 
amend,  effective  as  soon  as  possible,  the  prod¬ 
uct  coverage  established  In  the  aforesaid 
directive  of  December  30,  1971,  for  Category 
31  as  set  forth  below. 

Category 

Part  of  31  (only  T.S.U.S.A.  No.  366.2740) 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the 
Government  of  the  Republic  of  Korea  and 
with  respect  to  imports  of  cotton  textiles 
and  cotton  textUe  products  from  the  Re¬ 
public  of  Korea  have  been  determined  by  the 
Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements  to  involve  foreign  affairs  func¬ 
tions  of  the  United  States.  Therefore,  the 
directions  to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs, 
being  necessary  to  the  Implementation  of 
such  actions,  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provisions  of 
6  U.S.C.  553.  This  letter  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Stanley  Nehmer, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  Textile  Agree¬ 
ments,  and  Deputy  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Resources. 

[FR  Doc.72-7636  Filed  5-18-72;8:50  am) 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

BENZOYL  CHLORIDE  (2,4,6-TRI- 
CHLOROPHENYUHYDRAZONE 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Temporary 
Tolerance 

The  Upjohn  Co.,  Kalamazoo,  Mich. 
49001,  was  granted  a  temporary  tolerance 
for  residues  of  the  insecticide  benzoyl 
chloride  (2,4,6  -  trichlorophenyl)  hydra- 
zone  and  its  metabolite  benzoic  acid 
(2,4,6-trichlorophenyl)  hydrazide  in  or  on 
the  raw  agricultural  commodity  citrus 
fruit  at  1  part  per  million  on  May  18, 
1971  (notice  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  June  23,  1971  (36  F.R. 
11957)).  This  temporary  tolerance  ex¬ 
pires  May  18, 1972. 

The  firm  has  requested  a  1-year  ex¬ 
tension  to  obtain  additional  experimental 
data.  It  is  concluded  that  such  extension 
will  protect  the  public  health.  A  condi¬ 


tion  under  which  this  temporary  toler¬ 
ance  is  extended  is  that  the  insecticide 
will  be  used  in  accordance  with  the  tem¬ 
porary  permit  which  is  being  issued  con- . 
currently  by  the  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency  and  which  provides  for  dis¬ 
tribution  under  the  Upjohn  Co.  name. 

This  temporary  tolerance  expires 
May  18, 1973. 

This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  408(j),  68  Stat.  516; 
21  U.S.C.  346a(j)),  the  authority  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Administrator  of  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  (35  F.R. 
15623),  and  the  authority  delegated  by 
th€!  Administrator  to  the  Deputy  Assist¬ 
ant  Administrator  for  Pesticides  Pro¬ 
grams. 

Dated:  May  17, 1972. 

Lowell  E.  Miller, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
For  Pesticides  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.72-7702  Filed  6-18-72:8:50  am) 


NUCLEAR  POLYHEDROSIS  VIRUS  OF 
HEUOTHIS  ZEA 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Temporary  Ex¬ 
emption  From  Requirement  of  Tol¬ 
erance  for  Microbial  Pesticide 

International  Minerals  and  Chemical 
Corp.,  Liberty  ville,  IL  60048,  was 
granted  a  temporary  exemption  from  re¬ 
quirement  of  a  tolerance  for  residues 
of  the  insecticide  nuclear  polyhedrosis 
virus  of  Heliothis  zea  in  or  on  cottonseed 
on  December  1,  1970  (notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Decem¬ 
ber  9, 1970  (35  F.R.  18690) ) .  The  firm  has 
requested  a  1-year  extension  of  the  tem¬ 
porary  exemption  to  obtain  additional 
experimental  data. 

It  has  been  determined  that  such  ex¬ 
tension  will  protect  the  public  health. 
The  exemption  is  therefore  extended  as 
requested. 

Conditions  under  which  this  exemp¬ 
tion  is  extended  are  that: 

1.  The  insecticide  -111  be  used  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  temporary  permit 
which  is  being  issued  concurrently  for 
distribution  under  the  International 
Minerals  and  Chemical  Corp.’s  name. 

2.  Each  lot  of  active  viral  insecticide 
shall  have  the  following  specifications: 

a.  The  level  of  bacterial  contamina¬ 
tion  as  determined  by  an  aerobic  plate 
count  on  trypticase  soy  agar  will  not 
exceed  107  colonies  per  gram  of  active 
viral  insecticide. 

b.  Absence  of  any  pathogens,  e.g.  Sal¬ 
monella,  Shigella,  or  Vibrio. 

c.  Safety  to  mice  as  demonstrated  by 
standardized  intraperitoneal  injections 
and  a  standardized  21-day  feeding  study. 

d.  Integrity  of  the  viral  product  as 
determined  by  standardized  serological 
tests. 

This  temporary  exemption  expires  De¬ 
cember  1,  1972. 

This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  408 (j),  68  Stat.  516; 
21  U.S.C.  346(a)  (j)),  the  authority 
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transferred  to  the  Administrator  of  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (35 
F.R.  15623),  and  the  authority  delegated 
by  the  Administrator  to  the  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Administrator  for  Pesticides  Pro¬ 
grams  (36  F.R.  9038) . 

Dated:  May  17, 1972. 

Lowell  E.  Miller, 
Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Admin-  . 
istrator  lor  Pesticides  Pro¬ 
grams. 

|FR  Doc.72-7701  Filed  5-18-72;8:50  am] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

AMERICAN  PRESIDENT  LINES,  LTD. 

Revocation  of  Certificates  of 
Financial  Responsibility 

Certificate  of  financial  responsibility 
for  indemnification  of  passengers  for 
nonperformance  of  transportation  No. 
P-30  and  certificate  of  financial  respon¬ 
sibility  to  meet  liability  incurred  for 
death  or  injury  to  passengers  or  other 
persons  on  voyages  No.  C-1,039. 

American  President  Lines,  Ltd.,  601  Cali¬ 
fornia  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94108. 

Whereas,  American  President  Lines, 
Ltd.  has  ceased  to  operate  the  passenger 
vessel  President  Roosevelt;  and 

Whereas,  American  President  Lines, 
Ltd.  has  returned  Certificate  (Perform¬ 
ance)  No.  P-30  and  Certificate  (Casu¬ 
alty)  No.  C-1,039  for  revocation. 

It  is  ordered.  That  Certificate  (Per¬ 
formance)  No.  P-30  and  Certificate 
(Casualty)  No.  C-1,039  covering  the 
President  Roosevelt,  be  and  are  hereby 
revoked  effective  May  11,  1972. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  served  on  the  certificant. 

By  the  Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-7618  Filed  5-18-72.8 :48  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  CP72-152] 

ALABAMA-TENNESSEE  NATURAL  GAS 
CO. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  and 
Establishing  Procedures 

May  15, 1972. 

On  December  7,  1971,  Alabama - 

Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Applicant) 
filed  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  a  temporary  increase  in  its 
sales  and  deliveries  of  natural  gas  to  the 
town  of  Selmer,  Tenn.  (Selmer),  an 
existing  customer. 

By  its  application,  Applicant  proposes 
to  increase  peak-day  deliveries  to 
Selmer  from  1,740  Mcf  to  2,540  Mcf  by 
reallocation  of  deliveries  to  two  other 


existing  customers,  city  of  Moulton,  Ala. 
(Moulton),  and  Reynolds  Metals  Co. 
(Reynolds).  The  parties  have  entered 
into  a  temporary  exchange  agreement 
whereby  Moulton  and  Reynolds  have 
agreed  to  a  reduction  of  peak-day  deliv¬ 
eries  in  the  amounts  of  300  Mcf  and  500 
Mcf,  respectively,  for  a  term  ending  No¬ 
vember  1, 1973,  at  which  time  their  peak- 
day  deliveries  will  revert  to  their  present 
volumes.  Applicant  states  that  Moulton 
and  Reynolds  have  informed  it  that  they 
will  not  need  their  full  gas  allocations 
until  after  November  1,  1973. 

The  proposed  increased  deliveries  to 
Selmer  will  be  used  to  provide  fuel  for 
processing  and  space  heating  at  a  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  Co.  plant  which  produces 
custom  design  electrical  conduit  systems ' 
for  buildings.  Applicant  states  that  the 
General  Electric  plant  is  needed  by 
Selmer  to  help  stimulate  the  local  econ¬ 
omy  which  suffered  from  the  closing  3 
years  ago  of  a  plant  which  occupied  the 
same  facilities.  Selmer  will  construct 
peak-shaving  equipment,  if  necessary,  to 
continue  service  to  General  Electric  after 
November  1, 1973. 

Under  Applicant’s  proposal,  Selmer 
will  purchase  approximately  142,500  Mcf 
annually  for  resale  to  General  Electric. 
The  proposed  sale  will  thus  increase 
Applicant’s  annual  purchases  from  its 
supplier,  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  We 
believe  that  the  justification  for  per¬ 
mitting  the  increase  in  purchases  during 
a  time  of  a  national  gas  supply  shortage 
as  well  as  the  public  interest  issues  for 
granting  the  requested  certificate  should 
be  shown  on  an  evidentiary  record.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  we  wall  order  such  a  hearing 
and  establish  the  procedures  therefor. 

The  Commission  finds: 

Good  cause  exists  for  the  Commission 
to  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  request  for  a  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  and  for 
establishing  the  procedures  for  such  a 
hearing. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  7 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  shall  be 
held  commencing  June  13,  1972,  at 
10  a.m.,  e.d.s.t.,  in  a  hearing  room  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  441  G  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20426,  concern¬ 
ing  the  propriety  of  issuing  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  to 
Applicant  as  requested  in  its  application 
filed  herein  on  December  7,  1971. 

(B)  On  or  before  May  31,  1972,  Ap¬ 
plicant  shall  serve  its  testimony  and 
exhibits  comprising  its  case-in-chief  in 
support  of  its  application  on  all  parties 
to  this  proceeding  and,  at  the  hearing  on 
June  13,  1972,  cross-examination  will 
commence  on  that  testimony  and  ex¬ 
hibits  which  are  proffered  and  accepted 
in  evidence. 

(C)  A  Presiding  Examiner  to  be  des¬ 
ignated  by  the  Chief  Examiner  for  that 
purpose  (see  Delegation  of  Authority,  18 
CFR  3.5(d)),  shall  preside  at  the  hear¬ 
ings  in  this  proceeding,  and  shall  pre¬ 


scribe  relevant  procedural  matters  not 
herein  provided. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-7607  Filed  5-18-72:8:47  am] 


[Project  1533] 

FOREST  SERVICE  AND  SWANSON 
MINING  CORP. 

Order  Vacating  Land  Withdrawal  in 
California 

May  15, 1972. 

Application  has  been  filed  by  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Forest 
Service,  for  partial  vacation  of  the  land 
withdrawal  for  Project  No.  1533,  thereby 
requiring  Commission  consideration  un¬ 
der  section  24  of  the  Federal  Power  Act. 

This  order  pertains  to  all  lands  with¬ 
drawn  for  Project  No.  1533  aggregating 
about  18.38  acres.  Some  of  the  lands  are 
included  in  a  proposed  land  exchange  in¬ 
volving  thousands  of  acres. 

The  following  described  lands  are 
withdrawn  pursuant  to  the  filing  by  the 
Swanson  Mining  Corp.,  on  December  20, 

1938,  of  an  application  for  license  for 
Project  No.  1533. 

Humboldt  Meridian,  California 

All  portions  of  the  following  subdivi¬ 
sions  lying  within  25  feet  of  the  center- 
line  of  the  flume,  pipeline,  ditch,  and 
penstock,  and  all  lands  within  the  proj¬ 
ect  boundaries  enclosing  and  surround¬ 
ing  the  diversion  dam  and  powerhouse; 
all  as  shown  on  a  map  designated  and 
entitled  “Exhibit  J  and  K,  Power  Proj¬ 
ect  of  Swanson  Mining  Corporation, 
Salyer,  California,  Trinity  National  For¬ 
est,  California”,  and  filed  in  the  office  of 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  on 
June  2,  1939: 

T.  6  N„  R.  6  E., 

Sec.  16,  S>/2SE>/4; 

Sec.  20,  N>/2SEi/4; 

Sec.  21,  NWy4SW'/4,  WViNE»4; 

Sec.  22,  SE»4NW«ANEV4,  E>/2SW>/4NW>/4 
NEK.  ' 

Also  all  portions  of  the  following  sub¬ 
divisions  lying  within  25  feet  of  the 
centerline  of  the  power  transmission 
line  shown  on  the  map  described  above : 

T.  6  N„  R.  5  E.. 

Sec.  22,  SEi/4NWV4NE>/4: 

Sec.  23,  SWKNEK.  SEV4NWK. 

The  above-described  lands,  aggregat¬ 
ing  approximately  12.13  acres,  were 
listed  in  the  Commission’s  notice  of  land 
withdrawal  to  the  General  Land  Office 
(now  Bureau  of  Land  Management) 
dated  August  3,  1939.  On  October  12, 

1939,  said  map  was  returned  to  the 
Swanson  Mining  Corp.  for  inclusion  of 
two  branch  pipelines  and  two  spillways 
which  occupy  approximately  6.25  acres 
of  additional  U.S.  lands  in  sections  20 
and  21.  The  revised  map  was  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  January  2,  1940,  and 
approved  as  part  of  the  license  by  Com¬ 
mission  order  dated  March  19,  1940; 
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however,  a  formal  notice  of  land  with¬ 
drawal  was  not  Issued  for  the  additional 
6.25  acres  of  U.S.  lands. 

Project  No.  1533  consisted  of  a  1,920- 
horsepower  diversion-conduit  develop¬ 
ment  on  Madden  Creek,  a  tributary  of 
the  South  Pork  Trinity  River,  in  Six 
Rivers  National  Forest  (formerly  in 
Trinity  National  Forest).  The  project 
was  constructed  to  provide  water  and 
power  for  the  gold  placer  mining  oper¬ 
ations  of  the  Swanson  Mining  Corp. 
which  operations  have  ceased.  Energy 
was  last  generated  at  the  project  in 
1950  at  which  time  commercial  power 
became  available  in  the  area.  The  25- 
year  license  for  the  project,  issued  to 
the  Swanson  Mining  Corp.,  expired  on 
October  1,  1965. 

The  project  structures  have  not  been 
removed  from  the  U.S.  lands  involved. 
The  Forest  Service  has  issued  a  special- 
use  permit  to  Mr.  Walter  Gleason  (owner 
of  the  Swanson  Mining  Corp.  and  pro¬ 
ponent  of  the  aforementioned  proposed 
land  exchange)  for  the  project  penstock 
and  part  of  the  ditch  which  are  still 
operable  and  are  maintained  as  an  emer¬ 
gency  fire  protection  water  supply  for  a 
sawmill.  A  Forest  Service  permit  has  also 
been  issued  to  Mr.  Gleason  for  the  pow¬ 
erhouse  area.  Through  the  proposed 
land  exchange  Mr.  Gleason  will  acquire 
title  to  the  lands  covered  by  the  Forest 
Service  permits  whereupon  the  permits 
will  be  cancelled.  Mr.  Gleason  will  also 
acquire  title  to  the  U.S.  lands  occupied 
by  the  abandoned  transmission  line. 

The  only  U.S.  lands  affected  by  Proj¬ 
ect  No.  1533  which  Mr.  Gleason  will  not 
acquire  through  the  proposed  exchange 
are  located  at  the  upstream  portion  of 
the  project  in  sections  20  and  21.  This 
portion  of  the  project  (diversion  dam, 
flume,  pipelines,  siphon,  and  ditch)  was 
damaged  by  floods  between  1950  and 
1965  and  was  not  placed  under  Forest 
Service  permit  after  the  license  expired. 
The  Forest  Service  has  not  requested 
complete  restoration  of  these  lands.  By 
letter  dated  February  9,  1972,  the  Forest 
Service  reported: 

The  withdrawn  lands  in  sections  20  and  21 
are  steep,  timber  producing  lands.  Time  and 
the  forces  of  nature  have  obliterated  the  im¬ 
provements  to  the  extent  that  we  can  certify 
these  withdrawn  lands  have  been  restored 
to  our  satisfaction.  What  remains  of  the 
project  Improvements  does  not  affect  the  use 
of  the  land  for  National  Porest  purposes. 
They  do  not  adversely  affect  the  channel  and 
streamflow  regimen  of  Madden  Creek,  the 
site  of  the  original  diversion.  Vacation  of  the 
withdrawal  covering  all  lands  of  the  project 
is  thus  recommended. 

A  few  strips  of  the  subject  lands,  to¬ 
taling  less  than  5  acres,  would  be  flooded 
by  the  construction  of  a  dam  at  the 
Beaver  site  on  the  Trinity  River  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  California  Department  of 
Water  Resources.  However,  the  with¬ 
drawal  of  these  small  strips  of  land  for 
Project  No.  1533  provides  no  significant 
protection  for  the  Beaver  reservoir  site. 
Recent  Federal  and  State  studies  indi¬ 
cate  development  of  this  reach  of  the 
Trinity  River  may  not  be  required  before 
the  turn  of  the  century. 


Vacation  of  the  withdrawal  for  Proj¬ 
ect  No.  1533  will  enable  completion  of 
the  proposed  land  exchange  which  is 
considered  beneficial  to  the  United 
States.  Among  the  lands  to  be  conveyed 
to  the  United  States  are  165  acres  within 
the  Beaver  reservoir  site. 

Some  of  the  subject  lands  are  also 
withdrawn  in  Power  Site  Classification 
No.  115  and  the  withdrawal  for  Project 
No.  899.  These  withdrawals  will  remain 
in  effect.  The  subject  lands  in  section  22 
are  to  be  conveyed  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  determination  of 
March  23,  1931  (DA-236-Califomia) , 
which  pertained  to  Power  Site  Classifi¬ 
cation  No.  115. 

The  Geological  Survey  has  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  withdrawal  for  Proj¬ 
ect  No.  1533  be  vacated  in  its  entirety. 

The  Commission  finds: 

The  withdrawal  for  Project  No.  1533 
no  longer  serves  a  useful  purpose  and 
should  be  vacated  in  its  entirety. 

The  Commission  orders: 

The  withdrawal  of  the  subject  lands 
pursuant  to  the  application  for  Project 
No.  1533  is  hereby  vacated  in  its  entirety. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-7609  Filed  5-18-72:8:47  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP72-122] 

COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Gas 
Tariff 

May  16,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  2,  1972, 
Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.,  a  division 
of  Colorado  Interstate  Corp.  (CIG) ,  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  proposed  changes  to  its 
FPC  Gas  Tariff,  consisting  of  Second 
Revised  Volume  No.  1,  Original  Sheets 
Nos.  1-74  inclusive,  to  be  effective 
June  1,  1972,  or,  if  suspended,  October  1, 
1972.1 

CIG  states  that  it  is  unable  to  add 
natural  gas  reserves  rapidly  enough  to 
satisfy  the  annual  requirements  of  its 
current  customers.  Consequently,  CIG 
decided  to  revise  its  current  tariff  in 
order  to  properly  allocate  its  gas  supply 
to  assure  adequate  and  reliable  service  to 


1  The  submittal  includes  portions  of  CIO’s 
present  FPC  Gas  Tariff  under  consideration 
in  Docket  No.  RP72-113.  These  are  Sheets 
Nos.  5  and  6,  "Statement  of  Rates,"  and 
Sheets  Nos.  63  through  67,  "Purchased  Gas 
Cost  Adjustment"  and  “Gas  Supplier  Re¬ 
funds”  of  the  proposed  Second  Revised 
Volume  No.  1.  CIG  states,  that,  whereas  the 
dates  above  mentioned  are  proposed  for  the 
remainder  of  the  submitted  revised  tariff, 
these  sheets  are  submitted  pro  forma  and 
proposed  to  become  effective  subject  to  the 
final  determination  in  Docket  No.  RP72-U3. 
CIG  also  states  that  certain  facilities  relied 
upon  in  the  submittal  herein  are  pending 
certification  in  Docket  No.  CP73-170  but 
that  the  proposed  revised  tariff  will  not  be 
affected  by  the  outcome  of  that  proceeding. 


its  customers  for  their  firm  markets.  CIG 
states  that  its  proposal  is  designed  to 
assure  its  resale  customers  of  the  ability 
to  meet  the  growth  in  their  firm  markets 
and,  within  the  context  of  a  limited 
annual  supply,  to  spread  the  burden  of 
the  plan  equitably  among  all  of  CIG’s 
affected  customers. 

In  summary,  CIG  proposes,  among 
other  things,  service  to  nonjurisdictional 
field  sales  will  continue  in  accordance 
with  the  contracts  for  such  sales.  The 
persons  affected  by  the  proposal  are 
CIG’s  jurisdictional  and  transmission 
system  nonjurisdictional  customers,  who 
will  also  participate  in  the  allocation  of 
additional  volumes  of  gas  acquired  by 
CIG. 


Under  its  proposal,  CIG’s  customers 
will  be  served  under  two  major  cate¬ 
gories,  i.e.,  firm  requirement,  which  are 
the  volumes  resold  by  buyer  under  its 
approved  tariff  to  its  "firm”  customers 
as  well  as  its  lost  and  unaccounted  for 
volumes  consumed  in  rendering  its  serv¬ 
ice  or,  if  not  sold  under  a  tariff,  the  gas 
volumes  which  buyer  is  contractually 
obligated  to  deliver  on  a  firm  basis  to 
its  customers,  and  curtailable  require¬ 
ment,  which  are  the  gas  volumes  esti¬ 
mated  to  be  resold  by  buyer  to  its  inter¬ 
ruptible  customers. 

CIG  and  its  customers  will  agree  upon 
initial  firm  requirements  and  curtailable 
obligation  (which  is  the  volume  of  gas 
CIG  agrees  to  deliver  to  buyer  on  a  firm 
basis  in  any  fiscal  year  in  addition  to 
buyer’s  firm  requirement)  for  each  cus¬ 
tomer  for  fiscal  year  1973.  The  total 
contract  quantity  for  each  customer  will 
be  the  sum  of  the  customer’s  firm  re¬ 
quirement  and  curtailable  obligation. 
CIG  will  grant  whatever  increased  vol¬ 
umes  are  needed  for  its  customers  to 
meet  their  firm  growth,  as  defined  in 
each  customer’s  tariff.  Having  met  the 
firm  requirement  market,  the  remainder 
of  CIG’s  available  annual  supply  will  be 
apportioned  pro  rata  to  direct  and  resale 
customers  based  an  Iheir  existing  cur¬ 
tailable  obligation. 

CIG’s  customers  are  further  categorized 
as  full  requirement  and  partial  require¬ 
ment  customers.  The  general  terms  and 
conditions  define  full  requirement  cus¬ 
tomer  essentially  as  a  customer  who  re¬ 
ceives  75  percent  or  more  of  its  supply 
from  CIG,  directly  or  through  another 
full  requirement  customer  of  CIG.  The 
customers  who  do  not  meet  this  criterion 
are  termed  partial  requirement  custom¬ 
ers.  The  initial  total  contract  quantity 
for  the  partial  requirement  customer  will 
be  established  as  365  times  the  customer’s 
contract  demand  volume  or  average 
daily  contract  quantity  (depending  on 
the  rate  schedule)  for  fiscal  year  1973. 
No  curtailable  requirement  volume  will 
be  established  for  partial  requirement 
customers.  They  will  not  be  allowed  to 
increase  their  total  contract  quantity 
until  the  total  nominations  of  the  full 
requirement  customers  have  been  satis¬ 
fied.  CIG  will  increase  its  total  annual 
contract  commitments  when,  in  its  opin¬ 
ion,  the  increased  level  can  be  main¬ 
tained  for  a  period  of  at  least  3  years.  In¬ 
creases  in  the  total  contract  quantities 
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to  partial  requirement  customers  will  be 
pro  rata,  based  on  thfir  existing  total 
contract  quantity  as  a  percent  of  the 
total  for  all  partial  requirement  custom¬ 
ers.  Partial  requirement  customers  will 
also  share  proportionately  any  decrease 
in  contract  volumes  when  the  supply  vol¬ 
ume  available  will  not  satisfy  the  total 
of  CIG’s  current  contract  volumes. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  the 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
May  26, 1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  become 
parties  to  the  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-7592  Filed  5-18-72;8:48  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP71-102] 

GREAT  LAKES  GAS  TRANSMISSION 
CO. 

Notice  of  Request  for  Waiver  of 
Regulations 

May  15, 1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  4, 1972,  Great 
Lakes  Gas  Transmission  Co.  (Applicant) 
filed  for  waiver  of  §  154.38(d)  (4)  (iii) 
and  (d)  (4)  (v)  of  the  Commission’s  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  as 
they  apply  to  the  Applicant’s  Canadian 
PGA  clause. 

Applicant  requests  waiver  of  para¬ 
graph  (d)  (4)  (iii)  to  permit  approval  of 
its  existing  Canadian  PGA  clause  which 
requires  a  monthly  recalculation  of  gas 
purchase  cost  adjustments  to  the  nearest 
one-hundredth  of  a  mill  ($0.00001).  Ap¬ 
plicant  also  requests  waiver  of  paragraph 
(d)  (4)  (v)  with  regard  to  notice  require¬ 
ments.  Applicant  further  states  that  in 
order  to  permit  the  Commission  to  verify 
the  accuracy  of  the  application  of  Great 
Lakes’  PGA  and  in  compliance  with  the 
requirement  of  paragraph  (d)  (4)  (v) ,  it 
agrees  to  file  each  month  a  single  tariff 
sheet  entitled  Original  PGA-1  and  the 
data  required  by  Exhibit  A  of  such  sec¬ 
tion. 

In  support  of  its  request.  Applicant 
submits  that  Great  Lakes’  existing 
Canadian  PGA  clause  is  relatively  unique 
because  of  its  international  character 
which  involves  currency  exchange  vari¬ 
ances. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  any  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before  May 
26, 1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 


mission  rules  and  practice  and  procedure 
tions  to  intervene  or  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Persons  wishing  to  become  parties  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  petitions  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
rules.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-7608  Filed  5-18-72;8:47  am] 
[Docket  No.  CP71-220] 

OKLAHOMA  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 

May  16, 1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  11, 1972,  Okla¬ 
homa  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Petitioner) ,  624 
South  Boston  Avenue,  Tulsa,  OK  74119, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP71-220  a  petition 
to  amend  the  order  issuing  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  in 
said  docket  on  August  23,  1971  (46 
FPC - ) ,  by  removing  the  volumet¬ 

ric  limitation  on  the  sales  of  gas,  by  ex¬ 
tending  the  term  of  the  authorization, 
and  by  permitting  a  higher  price  to  be 
charged  and  collected,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  petition  to  amend  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

The  order  of  August  23,  1971,  author¬ 
izes  the  sale  for  resale  of  up  to  4,000,000 
Mcf  of  natural  gas  by  Petitioner  to  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America  (Nat¬ 
ural)  in  Grady  County,  Okla.,  during  the 
2 -year  period  commencing  on  the  date 
of  the  order  at  the  maximum  rate  of  33 
cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  p.s.i.a.  within 
the  contemplation  of  §  2.70  of  the 
Commission’s  general  policy  and  inter¬ 
pretations  (18  CFR  2.70).  Petitioner 
states  that  it  commenced  the  sale  of  gas 
on  January  21, 1972,  that  it  has  delivered 
in  excess  of  2%  million  Mcf  since  that 
date,  that  it  appears  that  Natural’s  gas 
supply  emergency  continues  to  exist,  and 
that  it  has  entered  into  an  amendatory 
agreement  dated  April  28,  1972,  with 
Natural  regarding  the  Instant  sale.1  The 
amendatory  agreement  provides  for  a 
rate  of  35  cents  per  Mcf  for  gas  sold 
under  the  contract  of  February  26,  1971, 
on  file  as  Petitioner’s  PTC  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  2.  Petitioner  re¬ 
quests  that  the  order  of  August  23,  1971, 
be  amended  by  authorizing  the  sale  of 
unspecified  volumes  of  natural  gas  at 
35  cents  per  Mcf  for  2  years  from  the 
date  of  initial  delivery. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
provide  a  period  less  than  15  days  for 
the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions  to 


1  The  amendatory  agreement  recites  that 
Petitioner  has  delivered  In  excess  of  3  million 
Mcf  of  gas  to  Natural. 


intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desir¬ 
ing  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest 
with  reference  to  said  petition  to  amend 
should  on  or  before  May  26,  1972,  file 
with  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission  s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-7617  Filed  5-18-72;8:48  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI72-727] 

PETROLEUM  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

May  16,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  12,  1972,  the 
Petroleum  Corp.  (applicant),  3303  Lee 
Parkway,  Dallas,  TX  75219,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CI72-727  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  authorizing  the  sale 
for  resale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas 
in  interstate  commerce  to  United  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Co.  (United)  from  the  Iberia 
Field,  Iberia  Parish,  La.,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  fund  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  commenced  the 
sale  of  gas  to  United  on  May  8,  197?, 
within  the  contemplation  of  §  157.29  of 
the  regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  CFR  157.29)  and  that  it  proposes 
to  continue  said  sale  for  1  year  from 
the  end  of  the  60-day  emergency  period 
within  the  contemplation  of  $  2.70  of  the 
Commission’s  general  policy  and  inter¬ 
pretations  (18  CFR  2.70).  Applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  deliver  an  estimated  monthly 
volume  of  30,000  Mcf  of  gas  at  30  cents 
per  Mcf  at  15.025  p.si.a. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions 
to  intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  de¬ 
siring  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  pro¬ 
test  with  reference  to  said  application 
should  on  or  before  May  26,  1972,  file 
with  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
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Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-7605  Filed  5-18-72;8:47  am] 


[Project  2310] 

PACIFIC  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  for  Inspection 

May  11,  1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  May  18, 
1972,  as  required  by  §  2.81(b)  of  Commis¬ 
sion  regulations  under  Order  415-B  (36 
F.R.  22738,  November  30,  1971)  a  draft 
environmental  statement  containing  in¬ 
formation  comparable  to  an  agency 
draft  statement  pursuant  to  section  7 
of  the  guidelines  of  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  (36  F.R.  7724, 
April  23,  1971)  was  placed  in  the  public 
files  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission. 
This  statement  deals  with  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  amendment  of  license  filed  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  seeking 
to  add  constructed  hydroelectric  devel¬ 
opments  and  related  facilities  to  the 
Drum-Spaulding  Project  No.  2310. 

This  statement  is  available  for  public 
inspection  in  the  Commission’s  Office  of 
Public  Information,  Room  2523,  General 
Accounting  Office,  441  G  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC.  Copies  will  be  available 
from  the  National  Technical  Informa¬ 
tion  Service,  Department  of  Commerce, 
Springfield,  Va.  22151. 

The  proposed  amendment  would  in¬ 
clude  in  the  license  12  reservoirs  with  a 
total  surface  area  and  storage  capacity 
of  985  acres  and  16,566  acre-feet,  re¬ 
spectively  four  powerhouses  with  total 
installed  capacity  of  48,000  kilowatts,  13 
conduits  with  a  total  length  of  56  miles, 
and  141  miles  of  transmission  lines. 
These  facilities  are  located  in  Nevada 
and  Placer  Counties,  Calif.,  on  the  South 
Yuba  and  Bear  Rivers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  present  evi¬ 
dence  regarding  environmental  matters 


in  this  proceeding  must  file  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  a  petition  to 
intervene,  and  also  file  an  explanation 
of  their  environmental  position,  speci¬ 
fying  any  difference  with  the  environ¬ 
mental  statement  upon  which  the  inter- 
venor  wishes  to  be  heard,  including 
therein  a  discussion  of  the  factors  enum¬ 
erated  in  §  2.80  of  Order  415-B.  Written 
statement  by  persons  not  wishing  to  in¬ 
tervene  may  be  filed  for  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  consideration.  The  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene  or  comments  should  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  or  before  45  days 
from  May  18,  1972.  The  Commission  will 
consider  all  response  to  the  statement. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  72-7599  Filed  5-18-72  ;8:47  am] 


[Project  2100] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  WATER  RESOURCES 

OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Notice  of  Application  for  Approval  of 
Exhibits 

May  11, 1972. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  for  approval  of  Exhibits  J,  K, 
L,  and  M  has  been  filed  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  791a-825r) 
by  the  Department  of  Water  Resources 
of  the  State  of  California  (correspond¬ 
ence  to  William  R.  Gianelli,  Director, 
Department  of  Water  Resources,  State 
of  California,  Post  Office  Box  388,  Sacra¬ 
mento,  CA  95802)  in  Project  No,  2100, 
located  on  the  Feather  River  and  its 
tributaries  in  Butte  County,  Calif.  The 
revised  exhibits  for  the  Oroville  Project 
No.  2100  are  submitted  in  compliance 
with  Article  5  of  the  license  to  show  and 
describe  the  project  works  as  actually 
constructed. 

The  principal  structures  described  in 
the  revised  exhibits  are  Oroville  Dam 
and  Reservoir,  two  auxiliary  dams 
known  as  Bidwell  Bar  Canyon  Saddle 
Dam  and  Parish  Camp  Saddle  Dam 
on  the  edge  of  Oroville  Reservoir, 
Edward  Hyatt  Powerhouse  (under¬ 
ground),  Thermalito  Diversion  Dam, 
Power  Canal,  and  Forebay  Dam,  Ther¬ 
malito  Powerhouse  and  Afterbay  Dam, 
and  transmission  facilities. 

The  revised  Exhibit  K  maps  show  the 
final  location  of  the  project  facilities 
and  delineate  by  metes  and  bounds  the 
project  boundary.  Where  Federal  lands 
are  involved,  the  project  boundary  has 
been  reduced  to  a  line  located  from  300 
to  500  feet  measured  horizontally  from 
the  normal  high  water  mark  of  the 
reservoir,  except  in  the  recreation  areas. 
In  the  case  of  land  acquired  from  private 
ownership,  the  boundaries  were  estab¬ 
lished  in  accordance  with  State  policy 
and  the  need  for  adequate  area  for  oper¬ 
ation  and  maintenance  of  the  reservoir. 

The  revised  Exhibit  L  design  drawings 
show  plans,  elevations,  and  sections 
which  reflect  changes  due  to  refinements 
in  design  of  project  structures  resulting 
from  field  construction  requirements. 

Revised  Exhibit  M  is  a  written  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  mechanical,  electrical,  and 


power  transmission  equipment  and  re¬ 
flects  minor  changes  in  the  installation. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  19, 
1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10). 
All  protests  filed  with  the  Commission 
will  be  considered  by  it  in  determining 
the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Persons  wish¬ 
ing  to  become  parties  to  the  proceeding 
or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein  must  file  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  rules.  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-7596  Filed  5-18-72;8:46  am] 
[Docket  No.  G-18337] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 

May  11, 1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  2,  1972,  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (petitioner),  Post 
Office  Box  1492,  El  Paso,  TX  79978,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  G-18337  a  petition  to 
amend  the  order  of  the  Commission 
heretofore  issued  in  said  docket  on 
June  12, 1963  (29  FPC  1161),  as  amended 
on  October  10,  1963  (30  FPC  989),  and 
November  1,  1971  (45  FPC _ ),  pur¬ 

suant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  by  authorizing  transportation  for 
the  direct  sale  of  natural  gas  and  the 
construction  and  operation  of  certain 
metering  and  regulation  facilities,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
amend  which  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  order  of  June  12,  1963,  as 

amended,  authorized  inter  alia,  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  certain  facil¬ 
ities  and  the  transportation  and  delivery 
of  natural  gas  on  a  direct  sale  basis  to 
Arizona  Public  Service  Co.  (APS)  for  use 
in  its  Phoenix,  Saguaro,  Ocotillo,  and 
Yuma  powerplants.  Under  the  order,  as 
amended,  the  volume  of  the  natural  gas 
delivered  to  VAPS  for  use  in  the  said 
powerplants  together  with  previously 
certificated  deliveries  to  APS  for  rede¬ 
livery  to  the  Salt  River  Project  Agri¬ 
cultural  Improvement  and  Power  Dis¬ 
trict  was  limited,  on  a  calendar  year 
basis,  to  47,248,879  Mcf  of  gas. 

Petitioner  seeks  authorization  to  pro¬ 
vide  direct  natural  gas  service  to  APS 
for  the  fuel  requirements  of  its  Douglas, 
Ariz.,  powerplant.  Petitioner  states  that 
this  service  would  be  provided  only  dur¬ 
ing  the  summer  period  at  a  rate  not  to 
exceed  350  Mcf  of  gas  hourly  and  6,000 
Mcf  of  gas  daily.  Petitioner  further 
states  that  these  delivery  volumes  would 
be  made  within  the  aggregate  contracted 
quantities  of  natural  gas  which  it  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  and 
deliver  to  APS  for  use  as  fuel  in  all  of 
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Its  electric  generating  plants.  Petitioner 
proposes  to  make  deliveries  for  the 
Douglas  plant  at  the  outlet  of  its  Doug¬ 
las  No.  3  meter  station  which  is  pres¬ 
ently  utilized  for  sales  to  APS  for  resale 
to  the  community  of  Douglas,  Ariz.,  and 
environs.  In  order  to 'provide  natural 
gas  deliveries  to  APS  sufficient  for  fuel 
use  in  its  Douglas  plant,  as  well  as  for 
resale  service  to  the  community  of  Doug¬ 
las,  Ariz.,  petitioner  proposes  to  con¬ 
struct  measurement  and  regulation  facil¬ 
ities  necessary  to  provide  for  an  increase 
in  the  delivery  capacity  and  the  outlet 
pressure  of  the  Douglas  No.  3  meter  sta¬ 
tion  from  100  p.s.i.g.  to  250  p.s.i.g.  The 
specific  facilities  petitioner  proposes  to 
construct  consist  of  a  standard  combina¬ 
tion  dual  4-inch  meter  run  and  positive 
displacement  meter  with  appurtenances, 
to  be  located  on  its  10%-inch  O.D. 
Douglas-to-Bisbee  pipeline  in  Cochise 
County,  Ariz.  Petitioner  also  seeks  au¬ 
thorization  to  increase  the  delivery 
pressures  at  the  Ocotillo,  Saguaro,  and 
Phoenix  powerplants  from  100  p.s.i.g.  to 
250  p.s.i.g.  Petitioner  states  that  no  ad¬ 
ditional  facilities  are  required  to  effec¬ 
tuate  these  specific  increases. 

Petitioner  states  that  the  cost  of  the 
facilities  proposed  to  be  constructed  is 
$20,000,  which  APS  has  agreed  to  reim¬ 
burse. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
June  5,  1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

~  [FR  Doc.72-7598  Filed  5-18-72:8:47  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-7521] 

INDIANAPOLIS  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for 
Supplemental  Order 

May  12, 1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  May  2, 
1972,  Indianapolis  Power  &  Light  Co. 
(applicant)  filed  a  supplemental  appli¬ 
cation  seeking  authority,  pursuant  to 
S  204  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  to  in¬ 
crease  the  amount  of  short  term  un¬ 
secured  promissory  notes  (Notes)  which 
it  was  authorized  to  issue  by  order  of 
the  Commission  entered  in  the  above 


captioned  docket  on  July  7, 1971.  By  such 
order  of  July  7,  1971,  applicant  was  au¬ 
thorized  to  issue  up  to  thirty-two  million 
dollars  ($32,000,000)  principal  amount 
of  such  Notes  outstanding  at  any  time, 
of  which  not  more  than  twenty-six  mil¬ 
lion  dollars  ($26,000,000)  principal 
amount  outstanding  at  any  time  may  be 
in  the  form  of  commercial  paper,  with 
final  maturities  of  all  such  Notes  not 
later  than  December  31, 1972.  By  its  sup¬ 
plemental  application,  applicant  seeks 
authority  to  issue  up  to  thirty-eight  mil¬ 
lion  dollars  ($38,000,000)  principal 
amount  of  such  Notes  outstanding  at  any 
time,  of  which  not  more  than  twenty- 
eight  million  dollars  ($28,000,000)  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  may  be  in  the  form  of 
commercial  paper,  with  final  maturity  of 
all  such  Notes  not  later  than  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1973. 

Applicant  is  an  operating  public  utility 
incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the  State 
of  Indiana,  with  its  principal  office  in 
the  city  of  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and  is 
doing  business  in  such  State  pursuant  to 
the  laws  thereof. 

The  interest  rate  applicable  to  such 
Notes  issued  and  sold  to  commercial  pa¬ 
per  dealers  will  be  the  prevailing  market 
discount  rate  for  commercial  paper  of 
comparable  quality  and  similar  maturity 
in  effect  at  the  time  of  sale.  The  interest 
rate  on  Notes  issued  to  commercial  banks 
will  be  the  prevailing  prime  commercial 
rate  in  effect  during  the  period  each  such 
Note  is  outstanding.  Applicant  contem¬ 
plates  the  issuance,  from  time  to  time, 
without  further  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  of  Notes  up  to  the  aforesaid  maxi¬ 
mum  outstanding  at  any  time,  including 
the  issue  and  “roll  over”  of  Notes  in  the 
form  of  commercial  paper  not  to  exceed 
the  aforesaid  maximum  for  Notes  issued 
in  such  form. 

The  proceeds  of  the  Notes  will  be  used 
to  finance  in  part  applicant’s  construc¬ 
tion  program.  Applicant  states  in  its 
supplemental  application  that  the  in¬ 
creased  authorization  which  it  now  seeks 
will  enable  it  to  continue  to  avail  itself 
of  the  most  economical  sources  of  capital 
for  financing  current  transactions  and 
will  afford  it  maximum  flexibility  in 
going  to  the  market  for  its  permanent 
and  long  term  capital  requirements. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  the 
application  should,  on  or  before  May  25, 
1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  or  protest  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 


mission  and  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-7597  Filed  5-18-72;8:46  am] 


|  Docket  No.  CS72-1050,  etc.] 

KENNETH  D.  LUFF  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Applications  for  “Small 
Producer”  Certificates  1 

May  12, 1972. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  157.40  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  thereunder  for  a  “small  producer” 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  sale  for  resale 
and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  applications  which  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  June  9, 
1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  become 
parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
all  applications  in  which  no  petition  to 
intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that 
a  grant  of  the  certificates  is  required 
by  the  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity.  Where  a  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  .Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further  no¬ 
tice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

♦  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


1  This  notice  does  not  provide  for  con¬ 
solidation  tor  bearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 
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Name  of  applicant 


Kenneth  D.  Luff,  620  Patterson 
Bldg.,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

Dewitt  T.  Ray,  2010  Republic 
National  Bank  Bldg.,  Dallas, 
Tex.  76201. 

Francltas  Gas  Co.,  1100  Tower 
Life  Bldg.,  San  Antonio,  Tex. 
78205. 

T.  H.  Davis  Gas  Account,  Post 
Office  Box  1709,  Borger,  TX 
79007. 

Jay-Dee  Producing  Co.,  Post 
Office  Box  1709,  Borger,  TX 
79007. 

Trade  Producing  Co.,  Post 
Office  Box  1709,  Borger,  TX 
79007. 

George  R.  Womack,  Post 
Office  Box  7100,  Shreveport, . 
LA  71107. 

Jackie  D.  Nelson,  Post  Office 
Box  7100,  Shreveport,  LA 
71107. 

James  H.  Berry,  Jr.,  2320  First 
City  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Houston,  Tex.  77002. 

Miles  Kimball  Co.,  2320  First 
City  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Houston,  Tex.  77002. 

Kimball  Ventures,  Inc., 

2320  First  City  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex. 
77002. 

Godshall  Paper  A  Box  Corp., 
2320  First  City  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex. 
77002. 

George  R.  Alewyne,  Jr., 

1407  Main  Street,  Suite  1116, 
Dallas,  TX  76202. 

Mercantile  National  Bank  at 
Dallas,  Trustee  lor  John  Lee 
Turner  Trust,  Post  Office 
Box  6415,  Dallas,  TX  75222. 

n.  B.  Zachry  Co.,  1100  Tower 
Life  Bldg.,  San  Antonio, 

Tex.  78206. 


[FR Doc .72-7595  Filed  5-18-72  ;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP72-5] 

MOUNTAIN  FUEL  SUPPLY  CO. 


Notice  of  Continuance 

May  11,  1972. 

The  prehearing  conference  scheduled 


to  commence  on  May  15,  1972,  in  the 
above  matter  has  been  postponed  pend¬ 
ing  further  order  of  the  Commission. 


Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-7601  Filed  5-18-72;8:47  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP72-255] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORP. 


Notice  of  Application 

May  11,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  1,  1972, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 
(applicant),  Post  Office  Box  1396,  Hous¬ 
ton,  TX  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP72- 
255  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  Applicant  to  render  certain 
liquefied  natural  gas  (LNG)  service,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  seeks  authorization  to  ren¬ 
der  LNG  service  in  liquid  form  at  the  site 


of  its  LNG  storage  facility  located  in  the 
Hackensack  Meadows,  Carlstadt,  N.J. 
Applicant  states  that  this  service  will  be 
made  available  to  its  existing  CD,  G,  and 
OG  Rate  Schedule  customers  and,  on  an 
emergency  basis,  to  other  distribution 
companies  which  make  arrangements  to 
receive  and  transport  the  LNG  from  the 
site  of  its  LNG  facility.  Applicant  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  proposed  service  will  be 
rendered  from  time  to  time  whenever  it 
determines  that  liquefaction  capacity  is 
available  in  excess  of  that  required  to 
render  its  firm  LNG  service  under  Rate 
Schedule  LG- A.  Applicant  asserts  that 
the  amount  of  such  capacity  cannot  be 
precisely  determined  since  its  availability 
is  a  function  of  a  number  of  factors  in¬ 
cluding  the  amount  of  LG-A  service  ren¬ 
dered  in  the  prior  winter.  Applicant 
states  that  the  proposed  service  will  be 
offered  under  proposed  Rate  Schedule 
LG-S  at  65  cents  per  Mcf  of  gas,  which 
does  not  include  the  cost  of  the  gas.  Ap¬ 
plicant  asserts  that  no  additional  sales 
and  consequently  no  additional  gas  sup¬ 
plies  are  necessary  to  provide  the  service 
proposed  because  all  volumes  of  LNG 
delivered  to  present  customers,  including 
allowances  for  fuel  and  shrinkage,  will 
come  from  the  present  volumes  available 
under  the  applicable  CD,  G,  or  OG  Rate 
Schedule  and  that  in  the  case  of  other 
distribution  companies,  all  volumes  sold 
must  be  returned  through  an  exchange 
arrangement  with  a  pipeline  connected 
to  its  system. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  5, 
1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed- 
era]  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission  rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the  cer¬ 
tificate  is  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 


unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  72-7600  Filed  5-18-72  ;8:47  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI72-723 ] 


TEXACO,  INC. 


Notice  of  Application 


May  17,  1972. 


Take  notice  that  on  May  12, 1972,  Tex¬ 
aco,  Inc.  (applicant).  Post  Office  Box 
52332,  Houston,  TX  77052,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CI72-723  an  application  pursuant  to 
section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  sale  for  resale 
and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce  to  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Corp.  (Transco)  at  the  tailgate  of 
Sun  Oil  Co.’s  Starr  County  Gasoline 
Plant  in  Starr  County,  Tex.,  or  at  other 
mutually  agreeable  points  on  Transco ’s 
system,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  commenced 
the  sale  of  natural  gas  to  Transco  on 
April  18,  1972,  within  the  contemplation 
of  S  157.29  of  the  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.29)  and 
that  it  proposes  to  continue  said  sale  for 
1  year  from  the  end  of  the  60-day  emer¬ 
gency  period  within  the  contemplation 
of  S  2.70  of  the  Commission’s  general 
policy  and  interpretations  (18  CFR  2.70). 
Applicant  proposes  to  sell  up  to  15,000 
Mcf  of  gas  per  day  at  35  cents  per  Mcf 
at  14.65  p.s.i.&. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desir¬ 
ing  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest 
with  reference  to  said  application  should 
on  or  before  May  29,  1972,  file  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10). 
All  protests  filed  with  the  Commission 
will  be  considered  by  it  in  determining 
the  appropriate  action  to  oe  taken  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
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review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  pe¬ 
tition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.72-7708  Filed  5-18-72;8:50  am] 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

LAUNDERING  PROCEDURES  FOR 
CARPETS  AND  RUGS 

Notice  of  Public  Hearing  and  Oppor¬ 
tunity  To  Submit  Data,  Views,  or 

Arguments 

On  April  10,  1972,  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  announced  that  the  use  of 
alumina  trihydrate  in  adhesives,  foams, 
or  latexes  in  carpet  backings  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  a  fire  retardant  treatment  as 
defined  in  the  Standard  for  the  Surface 
Flammability  of  Carpets  and  Rugs  (DOC 
FF  1-70).  Accordingly,  it  was  further 
announced  that  carpeting  in  which 
alumina  trihydrate  was  used  must  be 
subjected  to  the  laundering  procedure 
specified  in  the  standard  and  that  other 
substances,  chemical  or  otherwise,  used 
to  accomplish  the  same  purpose  would  be 
subject  to  the  same  requirement. 

On  April  17,  1972,  the  Carpet  and  Rug 
Institute,  a  voluntary  trade  association 
comprised  of  members  of  the  carpet  and 
rug  industry,  filed,  with  the  Commission, 
a  “Request  for  a  Stay  of  Action”  of  the 
policy  announced  in  the  press  release  of 
April  10,  1972.  The  Institute’s  request 
alleged  that  the  use  of  alumina  trihy¬ 
drate  in  carpet  backing  did  not  consti¬ 
tute  a  “treatment”  and  that  the  present 
washing  procedure  required  by  DOC  FF 
1-70  did  not  represent  normal  launder¬ 
ing  procedures  for  carpets  and  rugs  sub¬ 
ject  to  that  standard.  A  petition,  elabo¬ 
rating  upon  the  position  taken  in  its 
“Request  for  a  Stay  of  Action,”  was  filed 
with  the  Commission  by  the  Institute  on 
April  27, 1972. 

After  consideration  of  the  Institute's 
request  and  petition,  the  Commission  has 
determined  to  suspend  temporarily  the 
present  washing  requirement  under  DOC 
FF  1-70  for  carpets  containing  alumina 
trihydrate  in  the  backing  until  Septem¬ 
ber  15,  1972,  during  which  time  public 
hearings  will  be  held  for  the  purpose  of 
(1)  considering  the  possible  need  for  an 
alternative  washing  procedure,  (2)  con¬ 
sidering  the  adoption  of  specific  alterna¬ 
tive  procedures  proposed  in  the  course 
of  the  hearings,  and  (3)  obtaining  infor¬ 
mation  concerning  alumina  trihydrate 
and  other  substances  possessing  flame 
retardant  properties  and  their  utilization 
and  characterization  as  fire  retardant 
treatments.  The  precise  dates  and  times 


of  such  hearings  and  for  submission  of 
comments  are  set  forth  below.  (The  sus¬ 
pension  of  washing  procedures  does  not 
apply  to  carpets  that  are  subject  to  DOC 
FF  2-70.) 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  section  .4(b) 
of  the  Standard  for  the  Surface  Flamma¬ 
bility  for  Carpets  and  Rugs,  DOC  FF  1- 
70,  35  F.R.  6211  et  seq.,  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  announces  that  it  has  initi¬ 
ated  a  proceeding  to  devise  alternative 
washing  procedures  for  broadloom  car¬ 
peting,  including  woven,  tufted,  or 
needlepunch  wall-to-wall  and  room¬ 
sized  carpets  and  rugs  subject  to  DOC 
FF  1-70.  Said  proceedings  will  also  enter¬ 
tain  comments  on  the  effect  of  normal 
laundering  methods  on  the  fire  retard¬ 
ant  properties  of  alumina  trihydrate  or 
other  substances,  chemical  or  otherwise, 
similarly  employed. 

All  interested  persons,  including  the 
consuming  public,  are  hereby  notified 
that  they  may  file  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  concerning  alternative  wash¬ 
ing  procedures  with  the  Assistant  Direc¬ 
tor  for  Division  of  Textiles  and  Furs, 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20580,  not  later  than  July  18,  1972. 
To  the  extent  practicable,  persons  wish¬ 
ing  to  file  written  presentations  in  excess 
of  two  pages  should  submit  20  copies. 

All  interested  persons  are  also  given 
notice  of  opportunity  to  orally  present 
data,  views,  or  arguments  with  respect 
to  alternative  washing  procedures  at  a 
public  hearing  to  be  held  commencing  at 
10  a.m„  d.s.t.,  July  18,  1972,  in  room  532 
of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Build¬ 
ing,  Pennsylvania  Avenue  and  Sixth 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Any  person  desiring  to  orally  present 
his  views  at  the  hearing  should  so  in¬ 
form  the  Assistant  Director  for  Textiles 
and  Furs  not  later  than  July  12, 1972,  and 
state  the  estimated  time  required  for  his 
oral  presentation.  Reasonable  limitations 
upon  the  length  of  time  allotted  to  any 
person  may  be  imposed.  In  addition,  all 
parties  desiring  to  deliver  a  prepared 
statement  at  the  hearing  should  file  such 
statement  with  the  Assistant  Director  for 
Textiles  and  Furs  on  or  before  July  18, 
1972. 

The  data,  views,  or  arguments  pre¬ 
sented  with  respect  to  the  practices  in 
question  will  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  by  interested  parties  in  Room  130 
of  the  Division  of  Legal  and  Public  Rec¬ 
ords,  Federal  Trade  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  and  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  the  establishment  of 
alternative  laundering  procedures. 

All  persons,  firms,  corporations,  or 
others  engaged  in  the  manufacture,  dis¬ 
tribution,  importation,  or  sale  of  carpets 
or  rugs,  in  commerce,  as  “commerce”  is 
defined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Act,  may  be  subject  to  the  requirements 
of  any  laundering  procedure  promulgated 
in  the  course  of  this  proceeding. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission  dated 
May  10, 1972. 

[seal]  Charles  A.  Tobin, 

Secretary. 

]FR  Doc.72-7673  Filed  5-18-72;8:50  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

May  16,  1972. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation,  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  136109,  Hetem  Bros.,  Inc.,  now  being 
assigned  hearing  August  1,  1972,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  134915  Sub  2,  Southwest  Refrigerated 
Distributing,  Inc.,  doing  business  as  Re¬ 
frigerated  Distributing,  now  assigned  hear¬ 
ing  June  20,  1972,  In  courtroom  No.  2,  U.S. 
Courthouse,  114  Market  Street,  St.  Louis, 
MO. 

FD  26965,  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad  Co. 
Abandonment  between  Rlnard  and  Shaw¬ 
nee  town,  in  Clay,  Wayne,  White,  and  Galla¬ 
tin  Counties,  HI.,  now  assigned  hearing 
June  19,  1972,  In  courtroom  In  County 
Courthouse,  Carmi ,  Ill. 

MC  61592  Sub  237,  Jenkins  Truck  Lines,  Inc., 
now  assigned  June  13,  1972,  MC  107295  Sub 
557,  P re -Fab  Transit,  now  assigned  June  12, 
1972,  MC  111231  Sub  175,  Jones  Truck 
Lines,  Inc.,  now  assigned  June  15,  1972, 
MC  119777  Sub  222,  Llgon  Specialized 
Hauler,  Inc.,  now  assigned  June  14,  1972, 
In  courtroom  No.  2,  U.S.  Courthouse,  114 
Market  Street,  St.  Louis,  MO. 

MC  133095  Sub  8,  Texas  Continental  Express, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  May  23,  1972,  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  hearing  postponed  Indefi¬ 
nitely. 

MC  55581  Sub  24,  Utah  Pacific  Transport  Co., 
now  assigned  June  19,  1972,  hearing  will  be 
held  In  room  1345,  U.S.  Courthouse,  312 
North  Spring  Street,  Los  Angeles,  CA. 
FF-C-46,  Honolulu  Freight  Service,  Com¬ 
plainant  v.  Hawaiian  Express  Service,  Inc., 
defendant,  now  assigned  June  22,  1972, 
hearing  will  be  held  in  room  1345,  U.S. 
Courthouse,  312  North  Spring  Street,  Los 
Angeles.  CA. 

MC  107456  Sub  19,  Harry  L.  Young  and  Sons, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  June  5,  1972,  hearing 
will  be  held  In  room  241,  Hotel  Utah,  Main 
Street,  and  South  Temple,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah. 

MC  112822  Sub  213,  Bray  Lines,  Inc.,  now  as¬ 
signed  June  12,  1972,  hearing  will  be  held 
In  room  13025,  Federal  Building,  450 
Golden  Gate  Avenue,  San  Francisco,  CA. 
FD  26877,  Chicago  and  North  Western  Rail¬ 
way  Co.  Abandonment  between  Wlnthrop, 
Sibley  County,  and  Kloesner,  Nicollet 
County,  Minn.,  now  assigned  June  12,  1972, 
hearing  will  be  held  In  Probate  Courtroom, 
Brown  County,  Courthouse  Center  and 
State  Street,  at  New  Ulm,  Minn. 

MC  108119  (Sub-No.  34),  E.  L.  Murphy  Truck¬ 
ing  Co.,  now  assigned  June  15,  1972,  MC 
114211  (Sub-No.  151),  Warren  Transport, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  June  14,  1972,  hearing 
will  be  held  In  Judge  Nordbye’s  Courtroom 
No.  3,  sixth  floor.  Federal  Building  and  U.S. 
Courthouse,  110  South  Fourth  Street,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  MN. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  37,  NO.  98— FRIDAY,  MAY  19,  1972 


NOTICES 


10105 


MC  136139  Vlken  Bus  Charter  Service,  Inc., 
now  assigned  June  19,  1972,  hearing  will 
be  held  In  room  602,  Indiana  Public  Service 
Commission,  100  North  Senate  Avenue, 
Indianapolis,  IN. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-7637  FUed  6-16-72; 8: 50  am] 


[Notice  62] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  Division 
3  of  the  Commission  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  212(b),  206(a),  211,  312(b),  and 
410(g)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
and  rules  and  regulations  prescribed 
thereunder  (49  CFR  Part  1132),  appear 
below: 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect 
on  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment  resulting  from  approval  of  the  ap¬ 
plication.  As  provided  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  general  rules  of  practice  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may  file  a  petition  seeking 
reconsideration  of  the  following  num¬ 
bered  proceedings  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  service  of  the  order.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its 
disposition.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their  pe¬ 
titions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-73537.  By  order  of  May  10, 
1972,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Stuart  Express  Co.,  Inc., 
New  York,  N.Y.,  of  the  portion  of  the 
operating  rights  in  Certificate  No.  MC- 
30816  issued  March  30,  1943,  to  Shell 
Transportation  Corp.,  Brooklyn,  N.Y., 
authorizing  the  transportation  of  gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  with  exceptions,  from 
New  York,  N.Y.,  to  Yonkers,  Mount 
Vernon,  Pelham,  North  Pelham,  Pelham 
Manor,  Great  Neck  Estates,  Floral  Park, 
and  Valley  Stream,  N.Y.,  and  points  in 
Hudson,  Bergen,  Passaic,  Morris,  Essex, 
Union,  Middlesex,  and  Somerset  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.J.  Jerome  G.  Greenspan,  404  Clar¬ 
endon  Road,  Uniondale,  NY  11553,  at¬ 
torney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-73591.  By  order  of  May  10, 
1972,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Edmands  Trucking,  Inc., 
Bedford,  N.H.,  of  the  operating  rights  in 
Certificates  Nos.  MC-1 17392  (Sub-No.  1), 
MC-1 17392  (Sub-No.  4),  MC-117392 
(Sub-No.  6),  MC-117392  (Sub-No.  8), 
and  MC-117392  (Sub-No.  10)  issued  De¬ 
cember  11,  1958,  March  23,  1960,  Janu¬ 
ary  3,  1964,  May  6,  1968,  and  January  23, 
1970,  respectively,  to  Frank  W.  Edmands, 
Inc.,  Saugus,  Mass.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  fertilizer,  in  bulk,  in 
dump  vehicles,  from  Cambridge.  Mass.,  to 
Middleburg,  Vt.;  solid  fuels,  in  bulk, 
from  Boston,  Mass.,  to  points  in  Massa¬ 
chusetts  within  25  miles  of  Boston,  to 
points  in  New  Hampshire;  coke,  in  bulk, 
from  Everett,  Mass.,  to  Pawcatuck,  Put¬ 


nam,  and  Windsor,  Conn.;  shale  aggre¬ 
gate,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from 
Plainville,  Mass.,  to  points  in  Maine  (ex¬ 
cept  Aroostook  County),  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  and  Vermont;  rock  salt,  in  bulk, 
in  dump  vehicles,  between  Essex,  Middle¬ 
sex,  Suffolk,  Norfolk,  Plymouth,  Bristol, 
and  Barnstable  Counties,  Mass.;  and  rock 
salt,  from  Bow,  N.H.,  to  points  in  Massa¬ 
chusetts.  Mary  E.  Kelley,  11  Riverside 
Avenue,  Medford,  MA  02155,  attorney 
for  applicants. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.72-7638  Filed  6-18-72  ;8:50  am] 


[Notice  71] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

May  15,  1972. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications 1  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  2 10a (a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
new  rules  of  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-67  (49 
CFR  Part  1131),  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  issue  of  April  27,  1965, 
effective  July  1,  1965.  These  rules  pro¬ 
vide  that  protests  to  the  granting  of  an 
application  must  be  filed  with  the  field 
official  named  in  the  Federal  Register 
publication,  within  15  calendar  days  after 
the  date  of  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  One  copy  of  such  protests  must 
be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  au¬ 
thorized  representative,  if  any,  and  the 
protests  must  certify  that  such  service 
has  been  made.  The  protests  must  be 
specific  as  to  the  service  which  such  pro- 
testant  can  and  will  ofTer,  and  must  con¬ 
sist  of  a  signed  original  and  six  copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in  field 
office  to  which  protests  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  225  TA),  filed 
May  1,  1972.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  2105 
East  Dale  Street,  Post  Office  Box  3180, 
Springfield,  MO  65804.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Beverage  spirits,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Atchison,  Kans.,  to  points 
in  Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Maryland,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Ohio,  Michigan,  Kentucky,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Louisiana, 
Maine,  Missouri,  and  Mississippi,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Midwest  Sol¬ 
vents  Co.,  Inc.,  Atchison,  Kans.  Send 
protests  to:  John  V.  Barry,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 


1  Except  as  otherwise  specifically  noted, 
each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be  no 
significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  approval 
of  Its  application. 


mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  1100 
Federal  Office  Building.  911  Walnut 
Street,  Kansas  City,  MO  64106. 

No.  MC  118202  (Sub-No.  7  TA),  filed 
May  1,  1972.  Applicant:  SCHULTZ 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  503, 
323  Bridge  Street,  Winona,  MN  55987. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Val  M.  Hig¬ 
gins,  1000  First  National  Bank  Building, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (a)  Fresh  or  frozen  dressed 
poultry;  poultry  products  and  frozen 
foods;  and  (b)  commodities  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  which  is  partially  exempt 
under  the  provisions  of  section  203(b)  (6) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  if 
transported  in  vehicles  not  used  in 
carrying  any  other  property;  when  mov¬ 
ing  in  the  same  vehicle  at  the  same  time 
with  (a)  above,  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Louis  Rich  Foods, 
Inc.,  West  Liberty,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Delaware,  Connecticut,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Louis  Rich  Foods,  Inc.,  West  Liberty, 
Iowa  52776.  Send  protests  to:  A.  N.  Spath, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  448  Federal  Building  and  U.S. 
Courthouse,  110  South  Fourth  Street, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55401. 


No.  MC  128075  (Sub-No.  20  TA),  filed 
May  4,  1972.  Applicant:  LEON  JOHNS- 
RUD,  Highway  9  West,  Post  Office  Box 
447,  Cresco,  IA  52136.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Val  M.  Higgins,  1000  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  55402.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Cheese;  and  (2)  commodities,  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  which  are  within  the  partial 
exemption  of  section  203(b)(6)  of  the 
Act,  in  mixed  loads  with  the  commodities 
in  (1)  above  from  Rochester,  Minn., 
Parkston,  S.  Dak.,  and  Whittemore, 
Iowa,  to  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Associated  Milk 
Producers,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  61, 
Mason  City,  IA  50401.  Send  protests  to: 
Herbert  W.  Allen,  Transportation  Spe¬ 
cialist,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  677  Federal 
Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  128375  (Sub-No.  80  TA),  filed 
May  1,  1972.  Applicant:  CRETE  CAR¬ 
RIER  CORPORATION,  Post  Office  Box 
249,  1444  Main,  Crete,  NE  68333.  Appli- 
cant’s'*representative:  Duane  W.  Acklie 
(same  address  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Grain  products,  from 
Cedar  Rapids,  and  Wall  Lake,  Iowa;  and 
Delaware,  Ohio,  and  their  commercial 
zones  to  points  in  Alabama,  Georgia, 
Kentucky,  Mississippi,  Albuquerque, 
N.  Mex.;  North  Carolina,  Fostoria,  Ohio, 
Camp  Hill,  Pa.,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  El  Paso,  Tex.,  and  West  Virginia; 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  processing,  productions,  and  manu¬ 
facturing  of  grain  products,  from  points 
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in  Alabama,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  New 
Jersey,  Ohio,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
and  West  Virginia  to  Cedar  Rapids  and 
Wall  Lake,  Iowa;  and  Delaware,  Ohio, 
and  their  commercial  zones,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Gordon  D.  Simonds, 
senior  vice  president,  National  Oats  Co., 
Inc.,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  52402.  Send 
protests  to:  Max  H.  Johnston,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  320  Fed¬ 
eral  Building  and  Courthouse,  Lincoln, 
Nebr.  68508. 

No.  MC  129049  (Sub-No.  6  TA),  filed 
May  4,  1972.  Applicant:  HAUL-AWAY, 
INC.,  419  West  Pike  Street,  Jackson 
Center,  OH  45334.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Norman  P.  Smith,  Ohio 
Building,  Sidney,  Ohio  45365.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Travel  trailers  and 
camping  trailers,  accessories,  equipment, 
materials,  parts,  and  supplies  used  in,  by, 
or  incidental  to  travel  trailers  and 
camping  trailers,  when  moving  in  con¬ 
junction  with  the  transportation  of 
travel  trailers  or  camping  trailers,  from 
Versailles  (Darke  County),  Ohio,  to 
points  in  the  United  States,  including 
Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii;  and  (2) 
travel  trailers  and  camping  trailers,  from 
points  in  the  United  States,  including 
Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii,  to  Ver¬ 
sailles  (Darke  County),  Ohio,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Airstream,  a 
division  of  Beatrice  Foods,  Co.,  North 
Dixie  Highway,  Sidney,  Ohio  45365.  Send 
protests  to:  District  Supervisor  Keith  D. 
Warner,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operation,  534  Federal 
Office  Building,  234  Summit  Street, 
Toledo,  OH  43604. 

No.  MC  133655  (Sub-No.  55  TA) ,  filed 
May  1,  1972.  Applicant:  TRANS¬ 

NATIONAL  TRUCK,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  4168,  Amarillo,  TX  79105.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  D.  J.  Schneider, 
Post  Office  Box  2298,  Green  Bay,  WI 
54306.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Charcoal, 
charcoal  briquets,  fireplace  logs,  lighter 
fluid,  wood  chips,  and  barbeque  base, 
(A)  from  Waupaca,  Wis.,  to  points  in 
Pennsylvania;  and  (B)  from  Scotia  and 
Stamford,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Colorado, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota, 
Ohio,  South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Husky 
Industries,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box'  380, 
Cody,  WY  82414.  Send  protests  to: 
Haskell  E.  Ballard,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Box  H-4395,  Herring 
Plaza,  Amarillo,  TX  79101. 

No.  MC  134455  (Sub-No.  1  TA),  filed 
April  26,  1972.  Applicant:  SCHOELMAN 
LINES,  INC.,  3330  Spring  Rock  Street, 
Houston,  TX  77055.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  A.  W.  Schoelman  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 


ing:  Feed  ingredients;  defiuorinated 
phosphate  feed  supplements  in  grain- 
bed  trailers  only,  from  Houston,  Tex., 
to  points  in  Mississippi,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Olin  Corp.,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Division,  R.  H.  May,  supervisor, 
rates  and  analysis,  Post  Office  Box  991, 
Little  Rock,  AR  72203.  Send  protests  to: 
District  Supervisor  John  C.  Red  us,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Post  Office  Box  61212,. 
Houston,  TX  77061. 

No.  MC  135326  (Sub-No.  4  TA),  filed 
May  2,  1972.  Applicant:  BILLY  R. 
ALMAND,  doing  business  as  ALMAND 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  Route  2,  Box 
50,  Keithville,  LA  71047.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Roofing  granules  and  stone  dust, 
dry,  in  bulk,  at  or  near  Glenwood,  Ark., 
to  Shreveport,  La.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Bird  &  Son,  Post  Office 
Box  72,  Shreveport,  LA  71102.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  District  Supervisor  Paul  D. 
Collins,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  T-9038  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  701  Loyola  Avenue,  New 
Orleans,  LA  70113. 

No.  MC  133630  (Sub-No.  3  TA),  filed 
May  2,  1972.  Applicant:  LEO  KING,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  LEO  KING  TRUCKING 
SERVICE,  Hubert  Street,  Ashkum,  HI. 
6091  1.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  R.  Young,  4  West  Seminary 
Street,  Danville,  IL  61832.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  fertilizer,  from  Ash¬ 
kum,  HI.,  to  that  part  of  the  State  of 
Indiana  lying  on  and  north  of  Indiana 
State  Route  28,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Occidental  Chemical  Co.,  Post 
Office  Box  38,  Ashkum,  IL  60911.  Send 
protests  to:  District  Supervisor  Robert  G. 
Anderson,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Everett 
McKinley  Dirksen  Building,  219  South 
Dearborn  Street,  Room  1086,  Chicago, 
IL  60604. 

No.  MC  136676  TA,  filed  May  1,  1972. 
Applicant:  J.  P.  SALT  COMPANY,  INC., 
Post  Office  Box  218,  Justin,  TX  76247. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Clayte  Bin- 
ion,  1108  Continental  Life  Building,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.  76102.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Salt,  from  Justin,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
Texas  and  Oklahoma  within  a  250-mile 
radius  of  Justin,  restricted  to  traffic  hav¬ 
ing  a  prior  movement  by  rail,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  John  F.  Roth, 
Jr.,  southern  distribution  manager,  In¬ 
ternational  Salt  Co.,  228  St.  Charles 
Street,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  H.  C.  Morrison,  Sr.,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Room 
9A27  Federal  Building,  819  Taylor  Street, 
Fort  Worth,  TX  76102. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-7639  Filed  5-1 8-72; 8: 50  am] 


[Notice  39] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATION  AND 
CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

May  18, 1972. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice  of 
filing  of  applications  by  motor  carriers  of 
property  or  passengers  under  sections  5 
and  210a(b)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  and  certain  other  proceedings  with 
respect  thereto.  (49  CFR  1100.240). 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC-F-11540.  Authority  sought  for 
merger  into  LYON  VAN  &  STORAGE 
CO.,  (California),  1950  South  Vermont 
Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90007  of  the 
operating  rights  and  property  of  (1) 
LYON  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  (California), 
3416  South  La  Cienega  Boulevard,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90016,  (2)  LYON  VAN  & 
STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  (Oregon),  9540 
Northeast  Multnomah  Street,  Portland, 
OR  97220,  (3)  LYON  VAN  &  STORAGE 
CO.,  (Washington),  814  Northeast 
Northlake  Place,  Seattle,  WA  98105,  and 
LYON  VAN  &  STORAGE  CO.,  (Ari¬ 
zona),  2947  East  Washington  Street, 
Phoenix,  AZ,  and  for  acquisition  by 
TRANSAMERICA  CORPORATION,  701 
Montgomery  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94120,  of  control  of  such  rights  and 
property  through  the  transaction.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  attorneys:  Wyman  C.  Knapp, 
825  City  National  Bank  Building,  606 
South  Olive  Street,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90014,  and  M.  Peter  Lillevand,  405  Mont¬ 
gomery  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94104. 
All  carriers  are  lawfully  under  common 
control.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
merged:  (1)  Emigrant  movables,  as  a 
common  carrier  over  irregular  routes, 
between  points  in  that  part  of  North 
Dakota  north  of  U.S.  Highway  2  and 
east  of  North  Dakota  Highway  14,  in¬ 
cluding  points  on  the  indicated  portions 
of  the  highways  specified,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota;  Household  goods,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  between  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii)  ;  new  furniture,  uncrated,  and 
technical  furniture,  uncrated,  when 
moving  to  a  hospital  or  laboratory  for 
installation,  from  points  in  Los  An¬ 
geles  and  Orange  Counties,  Calif.,  to 
points  in  Washington,  Oregon,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Wyoming,  points  in  that  part 
of  Utah  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
40,  and  points  in  that  part  of  Nevada  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  50  (except 
points  in  Douglas,  Ormsby,  and  Washoe 
Counties,  Nev.) ;  new  furniture,  un- 
crated,  from  a  defined  area  in  California, 
to  points  in  Washington,  Oregon,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Wyoming,  Utah,  Colorado,  and 
Nevada  (except  points  in  Douglas,  Orms¬ 
by,  and  Washoe  Counties,  Nev.) ; 
autogyros  and  component  parts, 
knocked-down,  uncrated,  and  blades  and 
booms  thereof,  between  El  Segundo, 
Calif.,  and  Lake  Havasu  City,  Ariz.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  mouth  of  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River,  and  extending  along  the 
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Mississippi  River  to  its  junction  with 
the  western  boundary  of  Itasca  County, 
Minn.,  thence  northward  along  the  west¬ 
ern  boundaries  of  Itasca  and  Koochich¬ 
ing  Counties,  Minn.,  to  the  United 
States-Canada  boundary  line  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) ; 

(2)  General  commodities,  excepting 
among  others,  dangerous  explosives, 
household  goods  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  between  points  and  places  in  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.;  household  goods  as  defined 
in  Practices  of  Motor  Common  Carriers 
of  Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  as 
a  broker,  between  points  and  places  in 


Oregon,  Washington,  and  Idaho,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  points  and  places  in  the 
remaining  part  of  the  United  States; 
(3)  general  commodities,  excepting; 
among  others,  dangerous  explosives,  and 
commodities  in  bulk,  between  Seattle, 
Wash.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  and  places  within  3  miles 
of  Seattle;  household  goods  as  defined 
in  Practices  of  Motor  Common  Carriers 
of  Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  as  a 
broker,  between  points  and  places  in 
Washington,  Oregon,  and  Idaho,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  and 


places  in  the  United  States;  (4)  operates 
intrastate  authority  in  Arizona.  LYON 
VAN  &  STORAGE  CO.  (California) ,  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  in  California,  and  as  a  broker  in  all 
of  the  States  in  the  United  States.  Ap¬ 
plication  has  not  been  filed  for  tempo¬ 
rary  authority  under  section  210a(b). 
Note:  Protest  to  be  filed  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  publication. 

[seal]  Robert  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-7756  Filed  5-18-72:12:00  pmj 
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